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THE SOVIET PEACE SYSTEM 
~ And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


- At the Teheran and Yalta conferences, the three powers most responsible for the 
_ defeat of the peace breakers made a pact to stay together after the war as peace 
makers. We said after Teheran that if those who wanted to destroy Russia could 
_ work up enough sewing circles and church societies and bridge parties into a suf- 
ficient lather of excitement over “‘the cynical disregard for the will of small nations,” 
“a sufficient pressure might be generated to wreck the whole orientation of Teheran. 
We said, “It’s like this: we can get something pretty good, we can get the three 
| gteat powers of the earth to enforce peace on the earth. We can’t get something 
_ perfect; we can’t get a world full of justly balanced democratically governed free- 
_ dom-loving states to set up a world government and pool their military forces to 
police it. We can’t get that because'we haven’t a world even remotely resembling 
' such a world. The very nation the planners live in, the United States of America, 
_ only got into this fight because Japan slapped her so hard she had to get in. I don’t 
' say this out of disrespect. It is the official view stated by Secretary Hull and it is the 


_truth, Up to that time we had been fueling the Japanese monster in its debauchery of . 
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“China. I merely remind our planners of this in order that they may be brought down 
to €arth and realize for a moment the mud out of which they plan to build marble 
palaces. Roosevelt and Churchill and Stalin are close to this material. They are 
closer than any of us. If they can get along together, if they can lay down any plan 
under which these three great powers can order the peace of the world, then we 
should be very happy. We should say to them, God speed; go ahead. For out of such 
a wat no better peace could come. If the planners wanted a better peace they should 
first have gotten themselves a better war.” 


Roosevelt made some mistakes. He admitted that he made a mistake about Spain. 


Ai But strangely he never did anything to undo his mistake about Spain. It was a serious 


talk the same language then you will have peace. This is the meaning of the Russian ~ 


mistake and it was made because of pressures brought upon him, pressures which 
- obscured his vision. Roosevelt was a mixture of astuteness and naivete. His great- 
- ness was in his natural liberality and friendship for people, but even these great 
qualities could be used by those who brought pressure upon him to mislead him. We 
think he was misled in his haste to set up a world organization of small states which 
- would undergird the three power unity of Teheran and Yalta. The intention was no 
doubt good but it was always vitiated by the underlying realities. Too many of the 
little nations were feudalisms or even tribalisms, some like Argentina were fascist 
states. If San Francisco could have gathered these nations together and simply un- 
_derwritten Yalta, and let it go at that, it might not have been so bad. Perhaps 
Roosevelt was naive enough to think ‘that that might happen. Many friends of 
_ Russia here thought that that might happen. What Stalin thought, we don’t know. 
It would seem that the Russian leaders suddenly realized that San Francisco might 
become a seed-bed for anti-Russian activities. They sent their strongest representa- 
tive and all their actions in San Francisco show that at least they are thoroughly on 
their guard. They have found under all the platonic ideology, all the talk of justice 
and peace, a solid bloc of little nations supporting British-American imperialism 
and determined to head off and isolate the influence of Russia in the post-war 
world. The cat walked straight out of the bag when in the midst of a row over what ~ 
is called the veto but is really an attempt to break three power unity, a little war 
started up in the Near East involving Britain and France and a little country called 
Lebanon. What did San Francisco do about this little war? The champions of the | 
little nations against the Russian veto were Britain and the United States but here i 
was a little war involving Britain. Britain used force to restrain the participants in 
the little war. Britain didn’t ask whether she might do this or not. She did it without 
hesitation. Where Britain’s interests are concerned, she will not hesitate. Here was 
a case of one of the major powers, France, being rapped on the knuckles by one of | 
the Big Three, Britain. This was unilateral action if you will. The United States | 
backed up Britain. The whole incident exposes clearly the way disputes will be set- 
tled in the post-war era. The big stick still does the talking. If three big sticks can | 


* 


_ insistence on the veto. Walter Lippmann who is no special friend of the Soviet 
Union understands this insistence of the Soviet Union on the veto. He says it is “‘be- 
cause it (Russia) believes that on any count of votes it will be in an isolated minor- 
ity.” Those who encouraged the thought that this was to be a Rochdale League of | 
Nations in which the vote of a nation with 10 million soldiers would equal the vote 
of another nation with 500 soldiers, were not all as innocent as some of our church ~ 
leaders were who picked up the thought and spread it everywhere. The thought is ad 
literally iniquitous when it is considered that the small nation might be a slave 
nation, a feudal barony, a desert tribe. The whole thing was ridiculous and doomed ~ 


’ to failure from the beginning. Says Mr. Lippmann, “The opening sessions at San 
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_ Francisco, notably the lending at gets: must have braved conc doely tothe 


Kremlin that it cannot a submitting important questions to a vote of the world 


F organization.” 


Some time-ago we ran an editorial ‘Stalin, Architect of Peace.’ We still believe 
that peace will never come out, of a jumble of democratic and anti-democratic 
nations. It is easy for an imperialist nation to buy up half a dozen tribes or feudal 


baronies, simply by paying off the chief or head-man. With these proxies in his 


pocket he can debauch any so-called league of nations. No, peace will grow qualita- 
tively. Peace cannot be unharnessed from progress. Two progressive nations living 
side by side do not even need the paraphernalia of peace. Canada and the United 
States have lived side by side over a century. Yet Canada and the United States do 
not even have a common police force to patrol our mutual border. New Zealand, 
Australia, Switzerland, Czechoslovakia, Norway, Denmark, such countries as these 
will never have any difficulty in setting up an international instrument which would 
take care of any possible minor disputes which might arise among them. But these 
countries are not representative of the world we live in. The United States is becom- 
ing an economic imperialism. Britain is a political and economic imperialism. The 
Soviet Union is a system of peace between 16 republics which will soon spread to a 
dozen more countries in Europe. This is a system which need not mean that every 
country within its sway needs must be socialist. New Zealand and Australia could, 
for instance, join this system without changing their internal economies. As this 
system grows, peace will grow across the face of the earth and war will become 
anachronistic. 


THE JESUITS HAVE HAD THEIR INNING 


Pellegrino Rossi was an Italian who aided Guizot in his struggle with the 
Jesuits. Rossi said that there were three kinds of Jesuits, the learned members who 
do not know much about its policy, pious Jesuits who are fully persuaded that their 
order is innocent, and the real counter-revolutionary theocratic Jesuit. ““By the help 
of the first kind of Jesuits an impression is made upon those who are intellectually 
well educated, by the second kind on pious souls. But behind these two stands the 
real Jesuitism which is now mote eager than ever before, and which aims at the 


.old object of Jesuitism—a counter-revolution and a theocracy.’ One Jesuit said to 
Rossi: “You will see that in the course of four or five years it will be an established 
_thing, even in France, that the education of youth belongs exclusively to the priest- 


hood.” 
It is interesting to us today to remember that in the early nineteenth century 


under the very shadow of the French Revolution the Jesuits, far from being dis- 


couraged, had made good progress in the very land of revolution. It is still more 
instructive to remember that Rossi was able to persuade the Pope to throw over the 
French Jesuits. 


Today the Jesuits have had their inning and a great inning it-has been. They 


_ Came within an ace of winning Europe. If they had succeeded, in other words if they 
‘had found in Hitler as tractable a partner as they hoped for, they would undoubt- 
edly have won a tremendous victory. The disappointment of the Jesuits must be 
keen indeed. They have lost the greatest gamble in history. If they had been able 
_to work Germany into their scheme, Germany and ultramontane Rome would be - 


today astride the world. 
The ultramontanists, which means those in the Roman church: state whose 


ore 
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ambition it is to rule the earth, never in their history had such marvelous Contre 
of the hierarchies in every country. Through these hierarchies, for instance, the — 
United States and Canada were compelled to recognize Vichy. This was because 
Vichy had set up a government which had taken its place in the papal system of 
states. Through these hierarchies President Roosevelt was compelled to befriend 
Franco. Through these hierarchies Spain, Portugal, Italy, Austria, France went 
fascist. All these countries had been tamed. Could Germany be tamed? That was 
the question the Papacy asked itself in 1933. If Germany would only listen to 
‘reason! Her manpower, ambition, technique combined with the world perspective 
of the Jesuits would be unbeatable. The only enemy worth talking about was Russia. 
The Protestant powers were divided, bewildered, and, because of their terror of the 
spectre of Socialism, easily deceived. Who will say that this combination might not 
have succeeded? We believe it could well have succeeded. Certainly we can take 
little credit for having foiled this plan. The fault in the plan was Hitler’s character 
and the genius of the Nazi movement. It is probable that the Jesuits perceived this 
fault and were aware that it would be the reason for the failure of their plan if it 
should fail. But they took the gamble. Why? 

They had no other plan. They dared not trust to the slow processes of education. 
They realized that the waters of the modern world were rising about them. If 
Russia were to be given another generation, her influence would be too strong to 
cope with. We must quote once more the Jesuitically wise words of George Shuster 
in The Commonweal, Sept. 1, 1933: 

The Vatican ‘‘chose between ‘going into the Catacombs,’ with the chance of 
winning over the disaffected particularly among members of former worker parties, 
and opening its doors without a word to the huge, angry, embittered crowds who 
have rallied to Hitler’s support. The Church seemed to have been given the oppor- 
tunity to show that when politics and all else have failed, the wisdom of Christ 
abounds, even in quietness. Time alone can prove whether the decision was right 
or wrong. It seems to me obvious, however, that here again reason was on the side 
of Rome.” , 

Even if the plan should fail completely, it is difficult to see how the Jesuits could 
have acted otherwise. The Jesuit movement, when stripped down to its basic realities, 
is quite literally a war against humanity. It seeks power for a priestly caste. It 
opposes the right of people to educate themselves and to govern themselves. 
Democracy is abhorrent to Jesuitism. Today instead of attacking democracy and 
freedom in so many words, it redefines them: Democracy is the rule of the people — 
under God whose vice-regent is the Pope. Freedom is freedom to obey God whose , 
vice-regent is the Pope. Protestants who use the word God in common statements 
with Jesuits are recreant fools. God for the Protestants is the lifter of horizons. 
God for the Jesuits is the lid of their authority. God for the Protestants is He who 
creates in man the open and inquiring mind. God for the Jesuits is He who walls. 
up every vista and turns it into a dead end. Loyola made war on the Reformation. 
His modern counterpart makes war on the Russian Revolution. But his ultimate 
object is to sweep away every advance made by man since the time of Jan Hussai¢ 

_ Such a war as the Jesuits wage against man cannot be conducted without 
violence, By its very nature it must violate every instinct of the human soul. There- 
fore there is nothing strange to the Jesuit in the use of arms. The violence of 
Hitler in itself never shocked these ec€lesiastics any more than it shocked the — 
British Tories. The slumbers of neither were’ broken by the cries coming from 


Buchenwald or the dungeons of Spain. The road which begins with bullying the 
mind of a child ends with war on humanity. 
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The war of the Jesuits has not been won, but neither has it been completely 
lost. One gamble remains. The United States, the greatest military potential the Tey 

- world has ever seen, must be manoeuvred into war on Russia. This is not impos- 
sible. What makes it possible is the fact that the Jesuits work completely protected — 
by a smoke-screen of Protestant stupidity. Protestants and lay Catholics have pet-— 
mitted themselves to be conditioned into an abject horror of criticizing, not merely 
the Roman church, but any member of its hierarchy. 

Tue PRorEsTANrT printed and distributed widely a chronology of papal col- 
laboration with fascism. The Pope has just made a public statement with regard to 
his concordat with Hitler. He says that the Roman episcopate was dissatisfied with 
the Weimar Constitution. Its guarantees of religious freedom were not enough. 
He makes a point of the fact that, to quote his own words, “Since it was the gov- 
ernment (that is, Hitler) that made the proposal, the responsibility for all regret- 
table consequences would have fallen on the Holy See if it had refused the pro- 
posed concordat.” This kind of logic, quite usual in papal addresses, is strange 
to an ordinary American boy educated in a democratic school. A dirty crook says to 
me, shake hands. I must shaké hands with him because if I refuse I will have to 
bear “‘the responsibility for all regrettable consequences.” This from the gteat vdice 

_which Monsignor Sheen says the world needs to tell the world its wrong. This is 
the absolute voice which according to Father Sheen is so far above the battles of 
the world that it may spurn expediency and tell the world what is right and what 
is wrong. 

Of course having put his hand in the bloody hand of Hitler, he was double- 
crossed and in this address he tells how he was double-crossed. But the Pope is 
less than candid when he suggests that he had opposed the Nazi state. True, he 
much complained again and again, and complained bitterly of the state idolatry 
which threatened Christian civilization insofar as his church was the vehicle of that 
civilization. But he never opposed the Nazi state. In spite of all his quarrels and 
complaints both he and the German episcopate, which owes him allegiance, remained 
collaborators with the Nazi state. Year after year they made their declarations of 
loyalty. But now that the dog is dead, they bravely repudiate him. Surely His 
Holiness must understand that this is not quite good enough. 

Having disposed as best he could with the charges made against his regime, the 
Pope looks into the future. Remember that he has given no word of encouragement — 

_ to those who killed the dog. He gave no word while the fight was on. He gives no 
word now that the fight is over. He still speaks of the war as if it was all a big 
mistake, a kind of tornado or accident of nature. Mankind, he says, “hdépes that an 
end will be put to that insolence with which the family and the domestic hearth 
have been abused and profaned during the war years. For that insolence cries to 
heaven and has evolved into one of the gravest perils not only for religion and 
morality but also for harmonious relations between men. It has, above all, created 
those mobs of dispossessed, disillusioned, disappointed and hopeless men who are 
going to swell the ranks of revolution and disorder, in the pay of a tyranny no 
less despotic than those for whose overthrow men planned.” Let us quickly notice 
that the tyrannies mentioned by His Holiness as being ‘‘those for whose overthrow 
men planned” were the same tyrannies with which the Pope associated his regime. 
“Men planned.” Did not then God plan too? Evidently not, implies His Holiness. 
But we say to His Holiness that God planned to end these tyrannies. We say to 
him that he does not speak for God at all and therefore we will not listen to him 

when he points his finger at a new tyranny which he says is going to pay the 
| dispossessed, the disillusioned, the disappointed and. the hopeless. These men, 
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whom His Holiness calls mobs, are far ES ica ppointed and hopeless, an — 
only disillusionment is in the church, not only the church of His Holiness but 
others as well. These men are not mobs but disciplined personalities. Some of them 
are Christian Democrats, some of them are Socialists, some of them are Com-. 
munists. Dispossessed they are not only of this world’s goods but of those hostages 
to fortune which keep so many good men from keeping faith with themselves. 

Hopeless they are not. But full ® hope and faith in the revolution which is the . - 
only road to peace. 


_._ What is the new tyranny feared by the Pope? Russia of course, but also the 
people of Europe, especially in those countries liberated by the Red Army. And in 
those countries which already possess a revolutionary tradition. 


The waters of humanity rise steadily. Perhaps Jacques Maritain will tell the 
Pope the story of King Canute. We hope,he won't forget that.another Pope was 
once persuaded by an emissary of France to curb the Jesuits. 


KILL $717—-SAVE THE PUBLIC SCHOOL 


The United States prides itself on its public school system. It is upon the foun- . 
dation of a solid education that our democracy is built. Attacks on our public 
school system are attacks upon democracy itself. In recent decades these attacks 
have been many and varied. Some of the attackers would never recognize themselves 
as such. For instance those who set up private schools usually do so because of 
their dissatisfaction with the public schools. Instead of trying to improve the public 
schools they devote their time and money and brains to the development of private 
schools for the special use of their children. They thus draw out their ability and 
their effort from the common pool of effort at the disposal of the public schools. 
Protestant private schools and Roman Catholic parochial schools draw heavily 
from this pool. The public school becomes an abandoned orphan left to the tender 
mercies of tax-conscious politicians. It is amazing how successful our public schools ~ 
are in spite of this disadvantage. 


The orphan is becoming more abandoned each year however. Its clothes are 
in rags and it is slowly starving to death. Protestant private schools, often nothing 
more than.a bad imitation of schools which are becoming outmoded in England, are 
the worst offenders. They make no attempt to educate the common people. The - 
parochial schools on the other hand have boldly undertaken to do the work of our 
state public schools and in some cases they appear to have persuaded the public 
of their success. When the Cardinal Hayes High School was opened in New York 
a year or so ago, Mayor LaGuardia mentioned a sum of money running into 
millions of dollars which he said this school saved the taxpayers of New York. 
The Mayor of our largest city thus paid high tribute to the parochial school and 
placed it on a position of equality with our public schools. 

In the South the public school has suffered because the general level of exist- 
ence is lower than in the North; but even there these other two influences are at 
work. 


Educators have long been trying to get the Federal government to give aid to 
the public schools of the country. They have never succeeded. The reasons for their 
failure have been twofold: the sponsors of the parochial schools have fought them — 
actively and the sponsors of the snob schools have failed to help them. People of 
wealth and position tend to forget in matters of education as well as in matters of 
health that there is no such thing as isolation. The English private schools cle : 
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public’ in England) were hols of empire, Rees isiae men to rule the lesser 
_ breeds and to carty “the white man’s burden.” Such schools are out of place in a 
Pr ieasccrace and their growth signifies a decay in that democracy. But that ‘s only one 
side of the pincer movement against our democratic bulwark, the public school. 
The other side is the parochial school for which the bishops have long been 
claiming state support. 


At last the bishops have found a way to gain their ends. Having always fought 
federal aid to public school education they have now given their support to a 
federal aid bill, $.717, which is sponsored by the American Federation of Teachers. 
It is described in this issue by Charles J. Hendley. Father William E. McManus, 
assistant director of the National Catholic Welfare Conference speaking of this 
bill said that it “frankly looks to the welfare and need of all children regardless of 
the school to which their parents choose to send them.” It is possible that this bill 
will pass and if it does a momentous step will have been taken by the American 
democracy. The American democracy will have definitely departed from its tradi- 
tion of separation of church and state. It is amazing that the CIO and the AFL 
have come out in favor of this bill. 


The argument that is put up for this bill is that it implements the principle of 
equal benefits for all regardless of race, color or creed. It is said that under the 
WPA, the NYA, the CCC, and on the battle-field, no question is ever asked 
whether a man is Protestant, Catholic or Jew before he is given food, shelter, 
clothing or medical aid. But this argument is very poor indeed because there were 
not Catholic camps in CCC, there was no Baptist division in NYA, there were no 
Methodist or Unitarian projects under WPA and the army is not divided up into 
denominational platoons or regiments..There has never been the slightest suggestion 

-on the part of the American democracy to refuse any child a democratic education 
because of his special ecclesiastical affiliation. Our democracy has always taken it 
for granted, and this is.basic to our whole common life, that problems in arithmetic 
or physics must be solved in the same way by Buddhists, Episcopalians, or Holy 
Rollers. A democratic education is a scientific education. It seeks truth at the cost 
of the most beloved prejudices. It is not fair to say that democracy has no faith. 
Democracy’s faith is in the validity of reason. It is not fair to say that democracy 
has no passion, no religion. The religion of democracy is the passionate search 
for truth and for that social and economic equality which alone will guarantee 
the sacredness of truth. What I call, perhaps a little harshly, our Protestant snob 
schools are based upon something very much like the fuehrer prinzip. Their chil- 
dren are brought up with the idea of noblesse oblige. They are to be leaders in 
their community. If they are of wealthy families they are to consider their wealth 
as a trust. This whole idea is typically feudal and fits perfectly with the ideas pro- 
mulgated in the parochial schools on the other side of the pincer. Here are the 
captains; there are the cohorts. 


So we come to the crossing of the ways. With the passage of S.717 America 
would moye sharply to the right. In support of federal aid to parochial schools 
(they are generally called non-public schools) it has been pointed out that in 
Mississippi, for example, although the state constitution prohibits state support 
for non-public schools, actually state funds are used to buy textbooks for non-public 
schools. The Supreme Court of Mississippi ruled that “the state which allows the 
pupil to subscribe to any religious creed should not, because of his exercise of this 
right, proscribe him from benefits common to all.” As pointed out above, the state 
which allows a pupil subscribing to any religious creed to partake freely of public 
_ school education cannot be said to be proscribing him from benefits common to 
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all. On the other hand, if the false logic of the Supreme Court of 
followed to its conclusion, what is to prevent the state of Mississippi from buying 
textbooks for Buddhist monasteries. And once the state is engaged in subsidizing 

such institutions where can one put a limit to it? The door is now wide open for 

an ecclesiastical institution, through political maneuvering or polite blackmail, to 

drain dry the resources of the state and ultimately to substitute its educational 

processes for the public school altogether, since he who controls education controls 

the state. This would place the state squarely at the mercy of the church. $.717 

opens the road to that eventuality. Parochial education is no more a dogma of the 

church of Rome than it is of Luther. The great Father McGlynn was dead against 

parochial education. He believed in the American public school system as do many 

Roman Catholics today. Many Protestants believe strongly in our state schools 

and resist the temptation to send their children to exclusive Protestant schools. 

It is vital that all of us, whether Protestant, Catholic or Jew or agnostic, who are 

devoted to the ideals of democracy oppose bill $.717. 


THE ROLE OF TRUE PROTESTANTISM > 
THE FREE CHURCH AND DEMOCRACY 


General Orientation 
The Regional Action Committees of THE PROTESTANT, are already becoming 
disciplined, tried. and tempered through action both in their local communities 
and on the larger scene. Our discipline is outward as well as inward. The urgency 
of the situation calls for immediate action, and actions can never be completely 
and perfectly planned in advance. There is a give-and-take in the situation itself 
as we push ourselves into it. This give-and-take makes it necessary to change plans 
in mid-air so to speak, in the very process of the action itself. But the basic plan 
never changes, the general orientation to life remains. a 
We take for granted in the Ministerial Committees of THE PROTESTANT: BR 
(1) A passion for the democratic way of life and a consequent intention to 
preserve it here in America. . . 
(2) A sense of the limitations, traditionally acquired or self-imposed, which 
are placed upon the church in its work of bringing about the democracy 
of God on earth. her 
(3) The recognition of the opportunity presented by THE PROTESTANT to the 
average Christian minister to use THE PROTESTANT and its Committees as 


a vehicle through which he may express and carry out-his intention to main- ~ 


tain and extend the democracy of God. F 


I use the phrase “democracy of God’’ as a modern translation of the New 
Testament phrase, “kingdom of God.” The development of political democracy was 
a step in the realization of God’s work in history. The admonition “‘Give to Caesar 
the things that are Caesar’s’’ becomes obsolete with the) disappearance of earthly 
Caesars. When the democratic citizen speaks of Caesar he must now mean himself 
as one of the citizens of his nation. When the world ‘becomes a federated system of 
nations the citizen will have become one of the rulers of the world. When that day 
comes, God’s realm will have taken another step towards full realization. 


History moves forward in spirals and the power which propels us forward is 
sometimes allowed to carry us backward, Then the symbols of progress become the 
symbols of retreat. Never in its history has Christianity permitted its symbols to be 

. used in such wholesale fashion 'to degrade man and even to denature him. 
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Every free church in America is a danced of God in microcosm. It is a 
little heaven where boys and girls and men and women live together in mutual 
love and forbearance, forgiving one another, cheering and sustaining one another. 
A free church prayer meeting is a forum of democratic expression. In no other 

place does controversy live and breathe with greater freedom and health. The 

| free church prayer meeting is the seed of the town-hall meeting and of legislative 
assembly. Out of the free church meeting house came the little red school house 
and the public school system of America. Out of the free church came American 
democracy, and with the free church lies the destiny of American democracy 
today. If the free church yields to the seductive voice of fascism, America as 
| America is finished. If the free church can lay aside its internal divisions and can 

\ renounce its stake in the process of economic paralysis, if the free church can earn 

a position of leadership in the ranks of progressive labor, it can save the democratic 

personality of America. 

Free church ministers while frequently aware of the world outside their con- 
gregations have too often been exclusively absorbed in congregational activities. 
- And the free church congregation has in recent times lost something of its early 
democratic health. The free church minister, nevertheless, has been carrying on. 
his work to the best of his ability, binding up the wounds of the afflicted, rejoicing 
in the honest achievement of boys and girls and men and women, living with his . 
people. This has been and remains the primary work of the church, and some of 
/. us who fight on social and political levels are apt to forget it. We should never 
forget it because this life of the people, this democratic oasis, holds the very values 
which we are trying to safeguard on social and political levels. 

On the other hand ministers who live i the democratic oasis and who stay 
there should realize two things about those of us who strive for democracy: 

(1) Our work may seem cold because it has to do with law and courts and 

- legislatures, but this work is really integrated with the other work. 

(2) The impatience or seeming impatience of those of us who work for 
_ democracy with those who work exclusively in democracy is sometimes justified. 
It is justified because those who work in democracy are apt to forget that each 
little democratic oasis rests on and exists by virtue of a national order and a world 
order which can at any moment wipe it out. Many thousands of these oases were 
wiped ‘out in Europe with the advent of clerical fascism and its Nazi corollary. 
__ The political order surrounding the free church democratic oasis contains within 
itself fascist elements and tendencies towards fascism, These elements and ten- 
dencies tend to vitiate not merely the political order but also to encroach upon the. 
oasis itself and to fill its wells with sand. While the world as a whole runs on the 
principle of dog eat dog, of selfishness and brute power, there can be no safety 
for any of the little heavens in it. And those of us who are fighting to prevent the 
world as a whole from becoming a place where these little heavens cannot exist at 
all become justifiably impatient with those who stay in these little heavens and 
. fefuse to lend a hand. If a man in the most beautiful home in a village refuses 
to fight a forest fire which threatens to burn up the whole village on the ground 
that he is living a beautiful life and does not wish to disturb its serenity and 
| peace, then the common sense of the community as a whole becomes outraged. 
That is not entirely an unfair picture of the Protestant churches in America at the 
present time. The fire is far from under control in Europe. It still rages in Asia 
and sparks from that fire have flown to this country and to South America and 
to Canada. Having just witnessed the conflagration of the villages of Europe and 
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Asia, we Protestants, the custodians of freedom and democracy should, if necessaty, 
even neglect some of our parish work for the brief period required to head back 
the conflagration that will soon be sweeping over this hemisphere. Already the 
fires of an anti-Soviet war are being fanned. 

What must be done if we are going to head off this conflagration? The first 
thing is to study it. Study its causes, how it arose in other countries, how it rose 
historically, how it is now rising in the Americas, how it is rising right here in 
the great cities of this republic, the tactics it is using, the various manoeuvres and 
strategies, how it misleads Protestants themselves to help it in striking matches 
here and there and setting more territory ablaze, how for instance it uses the 
Anglo-Catholic. movement, how it uses the ecumenical movement, how it uses the 
impulses, honest in themselves, against what is called statism or the tyranny of 
the state, how it uses all the noblest and most sacred symbols for the most ignoble 
and base purposes as in the Christian Front in the United States, Christian Mob- 
ilizers, Christian this and Christian that, how it mobilizes the desire for order in 
the service of disorder and tyranny, how some of our great colleges have strangely 
become enamoured of: classicism as an antidote to the modern striving spirit of 
man, have harked back to medieval times, homesick for a period of authority, of 
discipline, of obedience. The various attacks on our public schools and on all our 
free institutions, the whole vicious attack upon controversy (“you can’t use that, 
it’s controversial’), choking the very oxygen out of the lungs of democracy, these 
and thousands more must be studied. 

But care must be taken to make this study systematic. Fascism which is the 
thing we are studying is not a mere aggregation of symptoms. It is like a tree. 
It has a root and trunks and branches. 


Roots of Fascism 


Perhaps its basic root is human selfishness by which I mean the tendency on 
the part of the self to find its completion at incomplete stages. One might call it © 
the tendency of self to develop, move back on itself, in circles rather than to 
move forward in spirals. In following a circle the only development is in digging 
deeper the groove of the circle and thus imprisoning the self more and more with 
each movement of the self. One might go on at great length on this subject. 
Many thousands of books have been written upon it. It is indeed the central theme 
of man’s eternal problem: himself, 

The two more specific roots of fascism, each of which is of course an historic * 
form of selfishness, are ecclesiasticism and profit capitalism. That is to say the 
worship of the church over and above its possibilities of service to mankind and 
the worship of profit economy above and beyond its possibilities for service to 
mankind. The church has served mankind. Capitalism has served mankind. But 
capitalism today has lost its creative purpose, has lost even the creative illusions 
of its early youth. The churches are being regimented today in the service of this 
tired capitalism which has shown a tendency throughout the world to turn into a 
restrictive monopoly capitalism and which inevitably must seek a fascist political 
framework. We have been indicating the nature of this church alliance with 
monopoly capitalism in the pages of THE PROTESTANT during the past six years 


- and those who have the patience to turn these pages and make some study of — 


what has been pictured there will, I believe, come to the same conclusion that we 
have come to: that there is in this country an alliance between influential parts 
of the three faiths and big business. In this connection, it may be instructive to — 
recall that we have been severely criticized for taking the name of Protestant — 
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for our work. Organizational Protestantism by and large has been of the opinion 
that we have taken its name in vain. Let us look at this criticism for a moment. 
| ' In several issues of THE PROTESTANT we have called attention to what we called 
| the Holy Cartel and its so-called Peace Pattern. We said in one editorial, speaking 
| of certain unnamed American churchmen, “If this American churchman would 
| just strike a match he would see that the Protestant Reformation is being done in 
_ by Protestant ecclesiastical lust.”” We used the word lust advisably. When a love 
| becomes uncreative it turns into a lust. And churchmen’s love for ecclesiastical 
organization for its own sake, for push buttons, committee meetings, for quantity 
at the expense of quality, easily degenerates into lust. We repeat what we said 
a year ago, “Many of our ecumenicists have become victims of the blood devouring 
sickness of institutionalism, a disease dreaded beyond all others by Jesus of 
Nazareth and Francis of Assisi.” 

It is clear now that we did not exaggerate the importance of the peace pattern 
which was launched in advance of the ending of the war by the three faith Declara- 
tion called “Catholic, Jewish and Protestant Declaration on World Peace.” We 
shall not now repeat the analysis of this Declaration which was made in the 
September, 1944, number of THE PROTESTANT. Suffice it to say that the articulate 
| voice of what has become known as Protestantism in this country added its moral 
weight to the designs and purposes of the Roman Catholic hierarchy, which designs 
and purposes have only one end in view, namely, the preparation of World War 
Ill, the war of the West against the Soviet Union. 

There has been no repentance on the part of great Protestant leaders with 
regard to the course they took. There has been no recognition of this great betrayal 
outside of our pages and therefore I claim that it is THE PROTESTANT which has 
| aunique right to its name. It is Protestantism in America, organizational Protestant- 
ism which has betrayed its name and which has gone over with capitalism in sup- 
port of restrictive monopoly capitalism. But there are churches on our side, many 
churches. They are truly Protestant. May they grow in power. 


The Price of Peace 


Peace is bought from fascism at the price of war. There is no beating down 
this price. Fascism means war. Either a cold war of starvation or the hot war of 
shot and shell. When Protestant leaders in this country made common cause with 
the anti-Soviet Roman Catholic hierarchy in this country, they took a step which 
THE PROTESTANT decried and still decries in the name of peace and unity. They 
squandered their moral force. Worse, they permitted that moral force to be used 
in the cause of clerical fascism. They turned tail on their mission, abandoned their 
tradition, and became the handle of the fascist axe now in process of being fashioned 
to lay waste American democracy. 

We must not be ungenerous to those noble souls who have devoted themselves 
to the ideal of universality. Leaders who are led to look upon themselves as states- 
_ men of the church travel hither and thither, holding conferences and conventions, 

_ and dreaming of unity. But there is a fatal flaw in their dream. The unity they 
dream of is an organizational unity, a Raa: of formula, not a unity which grows up 
out of the soil of justice. 

Protestantism cannot have it both ways. It cannot make a God of ecumenicism 
and remain Protestant. If it had remained Protestant, the ecumenical would have 
taken care of itself. Truth is universal. But universality is not truth. 

Protestantism came into the world in the company of great economic changes 
1% (the change ero feudalism to capitalism) as the champion of these changes. 
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It stood historically in opposition to the political Christendom of its day which | 
championed the resisting economic order. 


Cartelism Synthesizes Feudalism and Capitalism a 

Capitalism however has evolved today into a family cartel system very similar 
to the family feudal system which was championed by the Roman Catholic opponents 
of Protestantism so that today we have a new kind of feudal system, a technological 
feudal system which is a synthesis of feudalism and capitalism. So it is natural that 
Protestantism, the champion of capitalism, and Catholicism, the champion of 
feudalism, should join in the defense of the child of both systems. The Hapsburgs 
and the Bourbons have become the Rockefellers and the DuPonts. The Hapsburgs 
and the Bourbons were Catholic. The Rockefellers and the DuPonts are Protestant. 
But we see today no enmity between the Hapsburgs and the Bourbons on the one 
side and the Rockefellers and the DuPonts on the other. In Germany we have just 
witnessed the classical example of the utter degeneration of Protestantism. Even 
Martin Niemoeller is friendly toward fascism and sees the church as the one hope 
of Germany. 


Freedom of the Peoples’ State 


Protestantism today desperately needs a renewal of its ancient faith in the priest- 
hood of all believers and in the freedom of man in a democratic state to control 
that democratic state and to use it in any way, economic or otherwise, in which he 
sees fit to use it. Protestantism must inspire the man of the democratic state not to 
be afraid of it nor to listen to old shibboleths of “Beware the state’ reverberating 
down to us. from a time when the state represented not the people but those who 
wished to exploit the people. The new Protestantism must be the champion of the 
freedom of the people’s state to operate vast sections of the economic life of the 
people, for the people. f 

.In other words, Protestantism has two roles to play in America today. One 
positive and one negative. First, we must proclaim this right of our democracy to 
freedom of action in economic matters. We must compose hallelujahs for the 
TVA and such projects. Paul Folino of Chicago, one of our most active leaders, 
has already done a great deal to combat a movement within Congregationalism 
sponsored by the Rev. James Fifield of California, a movement to condition the 
democratic citizen. against using his God-given democratic rights through the 
agency of his own government to go into any kind of business to serve the people. 
This on a specious plea against statism as mentioned before. Those who follow 
Fifield are tragically mistaken. They are not fighting against statism, they are 
fighting for fascist statism although of course they don’t know it. Those who object 
to the democratic state carrying on business are those very cartelists who want to 
use the state to fasten a restrictive economy upon the people, an economy which 
leads to starvation and to war. Therefore it becomes the duty of the true Protestant- 
ism to preach the unlimited freedom of enterprise for the democratic state as well 
as for individuals and cooperative groups within the democratic state. 

Second, we must defeat the plans of the Roman Catholic hierarchy, which are 
all too frequently aided by a recreant Protestantism under the formula of good will 
and tolerance. Rest assured that these plans are mainly concerned with war on the 
Soviet Union. If you doubt this just read the parochial papers. 

It is a big mistake to under-estimate the opinion forming power of these weekl 
papers. The parochial paper has in recent years become an extremely well edited 
and powerful organ of propaganda, placed at the proper interval for the maximum 
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of effect. These papers reflect and propagate the Vatican anti-Soviet policy, picking 
it up wherever they can find it either from the McCormick-Patterson Axis mews- _ 
papers or from such Social Democratic newspapers as The New Leader, finding at 
times succulent bits of political nutrition for its line in The Christian Century. 

Before Pearl Harbor this press was largely anti-British, completely anti-Soviet, 
in many cases anti-Semitic. After Pearl Harbor it was compelled to conform in 
some degrée with the national policy, but at the first opportunity it lashed out against _ 
the Soviet Union on every possible pretext. Today the pretext is Poland which has 
just come through the most horrible pangs of parturition out of the darkness of 
the past into the light of modern day. We of THE PROTESTANT must print and 
teach and preach the truth about Poland, its distant past, its recent past, the role 
of the Vatican throughout its history as a suffocating force. We have a tremendous 
job to do along this line, and along a hundred and one similar lines which will be 
brought to the surface as each part of Europe begins to break with its past. Western 
cartel capitalism has already shown that it will use the church, all churches, tos 
hold fast its imperialist grip upon the economic life of Europe and America. And 
of Asia. You are familiar with Pierre van Paassen’s brilliantly catalytic book The 
Forgotten Ally which shows clearly that the Palestine issue is a test case of this 
imperialism. As a matter of fact it is a struggle between that portion of capitalism 
which is still alive and creative with imperialist monopoly capitalism which is 
stagnant and restrictive. In this case too you have an ally of capitalist imperialism 
in the church. Read in this connection two articles which were written in The Tablet 
recently by Brother Anthony Bruya, a Franciscan monk who is the Jerusalem 
correspondent of the National Catholic Welfare News Service in this country. 
Here is his let-motif: 

“For thousands of years Palestine has been the Holy Land, and it must 
continue to be such in the years which follow the devastation of this global 
war. In defense of its sacred character and its Holy Places the flower of Euro- 
pean manhood once purpled with Crusader blood many a Palestine battle- 
field. It would be unthinkable that now, from the unspeakable wreckage of — 
this war, which in the Providence of God passed by this Holy Land, should 
come a new desecration of the sacred Home Land of Jesus Christ.” 

It is easy enough to see how churches generally, Protestant and otherwise, 
would easily be led to support what seems such an obviously Christian project as 
“the preservation of the Christian character of the Holy Land.” This article spon- 
sored by the press bureau of the American hierarchy serves warning that the 
Roman Catholic Church opposes a democratic Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine, 
because in its opinion the industrial development of the Holy Land would con- 
tradict its Christian character. ; 

Thus ecclesiasticism and capitalist imperialism go hand in hand. And the enemy 
therefore of those of us who are Protestants in our sense of the word, which we 
believe to be the true sense of the word, is not merely capitalist imperialism but 
also its hand maiden, ecclesiasticism. 


Mature Protestantism 

Our Protestantism is mature Protestantism. It matured with Congregationalism 
and with Methodism and above all with Roger Williams and with all the other 
free churches which although in a sense ecclesiastical bodies nevertheless in their 
tradition and in their original impulse are anti-ecclesiasticist. Certainly anti-state- 
church. 

It is appropriate I believe that we use the word Protestant i in its mature Ameri 
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can sense to signify a new modern conception of religion which defines religion 
as basic orientation towards life meaning a man’s attitude towards his fellows and. 
towards the universe and the spirit which informs the universe. This conception 
of religion could mean a mystical realism, a union in the daily job with the vast 
trend of life, a tuthless insistence upon facing facts in a reasonable manner, the 
discovery that the wildest adventure of the human spirit is not in escape from the 
real world, but in acceptance of the real world. Thy kingdom come! Thy will be 
done on earth! Under reason is the dare’ of faith. The spirit of the universe 1s 
found in daily life, above all in the meeting of man with man but also in the 
meeting of man with his environment through science. This is a modern. view of 
mysticism. We do not press it upon you. We developed it in the year of 1913 and 
have found it to be an enriching concept of religion. But whatever conceptual 
terminology we may use we must be at one in those two desires mentioned at the 
beginning, namely to preserve and extend the democratic way of life and to bring 
the realm of justice which is world brotherhood to realization in the world. 


Basic Agreement 


Although we must not quarrel about terminology we must. at least be in 
agreement as to the difference between the term church and the term religion. In 
fact we must differentiate between any terminology of religion and the essence 
of religion itself. This is vitally necessary because our capitalist controlled press 
has gotten the man in the street conditioned to believe that church news is ipso 
facto religious news. We must get it clear in our minds and preach it week in 
and week out in our pulpits and teach it through the written word that God or the 
spirit that calls man to advancement works nameless, works without recognition, 
indeed at times almost seems to spurn liturgical worship and theological recogni- 
tion and verbal praise. Such a time is now, when God has gone under the rim of 
our minds, when he calls to man out of places where his name is not known, 
when he races from the courts of incense and throws himself with the ragged 
bodies of men angry and indignant against the shield of injustice, holding his 
ears from our hymns, listening only to the fast fury of our rebel heartbeats hasten- 
ing to haul down the black flag of tyranny and to lift high once more the bright 
banners of freedom and brotherhood. 

As.in art so in religion there are schools. A church is a school of religion. Just 
as schools of art may become arrogant and contemptuous of other schools so it is 
with churches. But there is art outside of the schools and there is religion outside 
of the churches. It is of course the irony of history that the central figures around 
which both schools and churches have been formed began their work outside the — 
schools and churches. So today the great religious movements of life begin at those 
places where life is breaking out through the forms which have held it too long 
and are making new-forms. Our new teaching about religion must interpret these 
new forms. 

Progress is not always smooth, is not always anticipated and provided for, 
even by those who realize that it must come. It is our business as ministers of the 
new Protestantism to act in America in such a way as to foil those who intend 
that America shall play a fascist role in the immediate future. 


The Devil’s Argument 


America today is the greatest military potential in all history. There is nothing 
physical to prevent this potential being aimed at Russia and doing Russia irreparable 
harm. The vast majority of the American press is printing anti-Russian material. 
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The situation is highly eee ‘Aglon Rockefeller is hikes to have fefoiced 
at the accession of fascist Argentina to our ranks as a bulwark against Com- — 
munism. Whether or not the report is accurate, there can be no doubt as to the 
fact that the United States is collaborating with fascist states such as Argentina 
and Spain and, if the present trend continues, may find itself at the head of a 
new anti-Comintern. The logic is simple: There were two enemies, Nazism and 
Communism. Nazism has been defeated. Communism is left to be defeated, and 
the only question that remains is when should the job be done? Some say now, 
some say later. Those who say later may be persuaded to join those who say now. 
Therefore it becomes our job to go before the people of this country and to preach 
and teach “hands off Russia” and hands off Europe. 

We believe it is unrealistic to expect Nelson Rockefeller or Thomas Lamont 
or any other representative of the private trustees of American wealth to put their 
hands into the hands of the Soviet people. If we can keep their hands off the Soviet 
people we shall have done greatly. Anyway, that is our job. 

To repeat, the three things we must do are: first, we must study fascism in its 
clerical as well as other aspects and fight it particularly in the “Protestantism” 
which is presently joining with other faiths to promote fascism. In this connection 
anti-Semitism being the most successful fascist weapon becomes our most immediate 
concern; second, we must preach and teach that the peoples’ state should be free 
to go into business if the people so wish it just as individual people are free and 
cooperative groups of people are free to go into business; third, our immediate 
emergent task is to reverse the trend in this country against the Soviet Union and 
against the popular anti-fascist governments of Europe. 

We shail need 10,000 free church ministers devoted to these ends. If we are 
not in earnest we cannot do this. But we are terribly in earnest. Our prayers are 
actions. Our communion with God we find in that place in God’s world where — 
God in the person of His people is being beaten. We found God the other day 
in a Philadelphia court of justice, frustrated, whipped. God’s truth was scored 
there by the judge; God’s justice was spit upon there. But the testament of God’s 
people says God is not mocked. Therefore we shall not rest while the dictum of 
that court stands. 

Thus our new Protestantism marches and moves through the land, in pulpit, 
in courtroom, and in the streets. 
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THE ROAD TO THE PIT 2 
By PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


Ae ELIMINATED the upstaft imperial- 
ism of Mussolini from the Near East, 
from North Africa and from all territories in 
proximity to the Red Sea and .the Indian 
Ocean by the military occupation of Tripolt, 
Cyrenaica, Eritrea, Somaliland and Ethiopia, 
and in the course of that process of elimina- 


_ tion having reduced Italy itself, as well as 


the Ethiopian Empire and the Kingdom: of 


Egypt, to a position of vassal states, Britain’s 
Tory Government is hard at work clearing the 


rest of the highway of empire of all rivals and 
potential rivals. The Mediterranean is already 
more of a British mare nostrwm today than 


_ ever it was an Italian lake in the Duce’s most 


& Me SY 


fantastic dreams of loot and glory. 

One after the other the countries in the 
Mediterranean littoral and its approaches, con- 
duits and exits, from Gibraltar to the Straits 
of Bab-el Mandeb, their naval bases, airdromes 
and strategic points d’appui have passed or are 
passing under British imperial control. A 
British army holds the Albanian coast and the 
Island of Corfu, the two bastions guarding the 


_ Adriatic. Therewith Britain has at her mercy 
the ports of Venice, Trieste and Fiume and 
‘the commerce of the Upper Danubian basin, 


of Austria and Hungary whose only outlets lie 
southward. The Island of Rhodes is in British 
hands, blocking the Aegean Sea and Soviet 


- Russia’s exit into the ‘Mediterranean. Crete 


was occupied by British troops and will not 
be turned back to Greece until George II, 
the sinister accomplice of Mataxakis and Brit- 
tain’s royal protegé, is back on the throne in 
Athens. Madagascar, a French island-colony, 
has been transformed into a British submarine 
base to guard the Southern approaches of the 
Red Sea and the Suez Canal. British engineers 
are reconstructing the airfields on Sicily and 
Cyprus. Pantelleria, now being transformed 
into a second Malta, has been British territory 
to all intents and purposes for the last two 
years. Lampedusa the same. A vast British 
army still holds the French protectorates in 
North Africa, Tunis and Morocco, in a grip 
of steel. | 

Wherever one looks in the Near and Mid- 
dle East, in Africa, north, south or central, 
east or west, in the Mediterranean, in the 
Tyrrhenian, in the Aegean, in the Adriatic, in 


the Red Sea, in the Straits of Gibraltar, in the “ 


Straits of Messina, in the Sporadic Archipel- 
ago, in the Cyclades, in the regions adjoining 


' the Persian Gulf and the Gulf of Oman, it is 
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Britain which is the dominant power.’ At 
time when the two European aggressor nation 
Italy and Germany, have been finally defeate 
when Hitler’s menace of conquest exists n 
longer and the thoughts of the peoples every 
where, after the most bloody and destructiv 
ordeal of history, naturally turn in the dire 
tion of peace, tranquillity and disarmamen 
Britain’s famous “thin red line” of empire 
rapidly swelling into a broad military hig} 
way bristling with all the panoply and terro: 
of modern war. 


W hat’s Fermenting? 


For what purpose is that road of steel bein 
laid down? Who is going to march over it an 
where to? What have the Tory imperialists 
mind with this piling up of empire upo 
empire? Who is there to threaten the Britis 
Empire's security after America defeats Japar 
Who, will we be told presently, now menac 
“the British democratic way of life’? Can yo 
guess? 

A thought, a dim raw material of a thougl 
is fermenting in certain brains in Whitehal 
such a thought as is said to have made Nevil 
Chamberlain “chortle” when he looked at tt 
map after Hitler annexed Czecho-Slovakia ar 
he saw that at last the Fuehrer, after muc 
stamping about, was definitely on his way ' 
the East. That thought is beginning to simm 
and bubble in the heads of many membe 
of the International of Death, cannon man 
facturers, robot plane makers, atomic bom 
manufacturers. How else avoid depressions ar 
extend the present era of capitalist prosperity 
How else indeed? It’s a life-saving thougl 
they've hit upon, these gentlemen, a dynami 
inflammable, explosive thought. It may we 
become a world-consuming’ thought. 

Let the foreign ministers carry on the 
jabbering and palavering at San Francisco ar 
elsewhere! In the present circumstances tal 
is as good a screen as a stone wall. A steac 
cascade of words, words and still more wor 
can hide the real work, the world’s real bus 
ness, il gioco del mundo, the game of tt 
world, as Pope Julius called it, as effective 
as an impenetrable curtain. Behind that cu 
tain are established what the diplomats cz 
les faits accomplis, the hard facts, so calle 
because they are hard to change. There tt 
real reality is being shaped and the actu 
moulds, not the theoretical patterns of ti 
future world are being cast. 

Last year the British army invaded Greec 


f 
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because the plight of the Hellenic-people 
under the Gestapo touched Winston Chur- 
chill’s tender heart more deeply than did, for 
i imstance, the sufferings of the people of The 
i) | Netherlands. The Dutch people, within sight 
__ of the British and Canadian armies, were left 
“to drain the cup of Nazi oppression to the last 
“bitter dregs and came near perishing as a 
nation in that harrowing ordeal. About Hol- 
t| Jand’s liberation there was no great hurry at 
‘any time. With Holland’s colonies in the Far 
i) East still to be reconquered by British and 


exile, which was, as were all the successive 
Dutch governments of the last half century, a 
_ mere executive committee for Dutch-Indone- 
sian oil, tin, rubber, coffee, tea, quinine and 
| steamship interests, that government, in those 
ii} | Circumstances was not likely to initiate a for- 
e. policy independent of or at variance with 
_ British imperialist designs. For the sake of get- 
| ting back the Indonesian loot, the Dutch rulers 
‘afe prepared to follow the British line through 
thick and thin, to Bretton Woods, to San 
| Francisco, to the ends of the earth and to the 
hell that’s being prepared, if needs be. ° 
| With Greece it was another matter. Greece 
- | tion of that highway can be controlled from 
‘airdromes in the Peloponnesus. Moreover, 
r about to be liberated by the Red Army in its 
| \ittesistible sweep from Odessa around the 
|) Black Sea and the Aegean last year. That is 
ws} Why Churchill was in so desperate a hurry to 
n| OCCupy Greece and smash the partisan move- 
3} ment hee 
i). Greece has today a British-installed, semi- 
in ‘fascist, royalist, puppet government. By a ruth- 
| less armed intervention in their domestic af- 
fairs, Churchill has deprived the people of 
Hells of their freedom of action. In their in- 
ernational alignment the Greeks must toe the 
| British imperialist line and no other. British 
| troops are standing by to see that London's dic- 
tates are carried out. There: are ugly rumors 
current that Britain withholds food from the 
starving Greek people by way of pressure on 
the vote in the forthcoming plebiscite which 
is to decide whether George II is to return or 
ot. If he returns he will bring food with 
im... and the necessary chains to fetter the 
eek people in a full-fledged fascist yoke 
which, aS past experience shows, he knows how 
to fashion and forge so well. 


| Franco and Salazar 


ds 


~} On the other end of the Mediterranean sit 
fthe two clerical-fascist moguls, Franco and 

‘Salazar, smeared with blood, specially blessed 
; ay eo c 43 ¥, ' F . 


American troops, the Dutch government-in- 


~ 


by the Pope for their “eminently Christian 


policy”, by the grace of the British Govern- 
ment and the American State Department dic- 
tators respectively of Spain and Portugal. 
These two tyrants, as everyone knows by now, 
would not last three months if left alone face 
to face with the peoples they so cruelly op- > 
press and exploit. But Portugal is Britain’s . 
“oldest ally on the European Continent’, that 
is to say a British protected territory or colony 
all but in name, while Franco and his Falangist 
gangsters are kept in power by Britain with 
America’s backing because they render service 
at preserit and because in the future they may 
be called upon to render more services of a 
kind a free, democratic Spanish government 
would indignantly refuse. For the time being 
Franco is the guardian of law and order in an 
area lying alongside a strategically highly im- 
portant section, several hundred miles long, of 
the British Empire’s highway. What kind of 
law he’enforces and whose order he keeps or 
how he keeps it inside Spain is not the con- 
cern of the British Government. One cannot 
interfere in the purely domestic and internal 
affairs of a sovereign, independent state, can 
one? It wouldn’t be democratic, would it? In 
Greece then, you ask? Ah well, the Greeks are 
“gangsters and bandits, anarchists and Trot- 
skyite communists”. One cannot deal with 
such people. As long as Spain, and Greece, and 
Italy, and France, and Turkey, and the Arab 
League toe the British line in international 
affairs, that’s all that matters. If they don’t, 
they'll be “gangsters and bandits”, too, and 
they will be brought to book. 

Inside their countries the fascist and semi- 
fascist regimes may do as they like, rage, rave, 
terrorize, murder and enslave the peoples, as 
long as they keep democracy in fetters and 
perform flunkey service for the British im- 
perium. The line of empire, from the one end 
to the other, must be kept clear of obstacles, 
rivals, spoilsports, explosive local situations, of 
critics and of . . . democracy. 

It is a paradoxical and dreadful commentary 
on the state of world affairs that now that the 
war for “freedom everywhere in the world” 
has been fought and won, there is not today 
a single free people on Britain’s line of empire. 

All the countries on or adjacent to the Brit- 
ish highway of empire are at present in line 
and ate toeing the British line with the excep- 
tion of France. That is why France is in 
trouble today. Under Charles de Gaulle, France 
aims in the first place at reoccupying her posi- 
tion as a great Power in her.own name and in 
her own right. None of the French political 
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parties is inclined to see France drop to second 
or third rank and, like Holland and Belgium, 
become a mete holding company for the 
British Empire. France desires to administer 
her own empire and freely choose her own in- 
ternational alignment. That is why France is 
under terrific pressure today. A deliberate at- 


tempt is being made to break the spirit of the | 


French people by keeping them stagnating in 
unemployment, semi-starvation and destitution 
through withholding the raw materials neces- 
sary for recovery. The flame of hope and of the 
marvelous recuperative energy of France which 
flared so high in the hour of liberation is delib- 
erately made to die out. In France gloom and 
bitterness are rapidly taking the place of the 
enthusiasm and confidence in the future which 
all observers found there last year. 


A Lid on Liberté 


Even so, in spite of all, the French people is 
still one of the liveliest phenomena in the 
world; so rapid, audacious, so clearsighted, in- 
ventive, prompt to seize the moment, instinct 
with life to its fingertips.,Suppose that people 
should reassert itself in world affairs! It’s their 
spirit, the spirit of France, which the British 
Toties and the reactionary forces behind Brit- 


- ain, including the Vatican, fear most in West- 


ern Europe. That spirit must be kept down. It 
is laden with explosives. It may kindle the 


' flame of freedom in all Europe as so often it 


has done in the past. France, once she is her- 
self again, may naturally, instinctively speak 
the liberating word. That is why France is kept 


_ from recovering at present. 


The pressure on the domestic situation in 


. France is of the economic-political kind, abroad 


it is overtly military. By means of one of the 
most cynical and unscrupulous applications of 
power politics on an allied and friendly 
Power, Great Britain has just broken French 
influence in the Near East. France has been 
ignominiously booted out of Syria and Le- 
banon, from two countries over which she 


held a mandate from the League of Nations 


H 
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and from which she fully intended, according 
to solemn pledge, to withdraw in the neat 
future with honor and civilized dignity. Mr. 
Churchill may not intend to liquidate the 
British Empire, but on the subject of breaking 
up the French Empire he has no such scruples 
when a French Government shows tendencies 


to follow an independent policy in foreign 
affairs. 


The fact remains that it was France which 
promised Syria and Lebanon their independ- 
ence, and that it is Great Britain which has 
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world as an oppressor of the Syrians and as 
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‘now prevented ae two ‘Levant countries 
becoming free. For, as France moved gradi 
ally and consistently i in setting up autonomous 
institutions in the two Levant States, it was 
the British Government which urged the 
French to go slowly and cautiously, pleading, 
in fact, that the granting of full independence 
and the final withdrawal of French troops be 
postponed till the war with Japan should be 
over. When the French acceded to this request 
of their British ally and accordingly dallied 
and hesitated in the carrying out of the meas 
ures leading to separation, the British Colonial 
Office organized and set on its feet an Arab 
League. All the Arab countries, Syria and 
Lebanon included, were brought together in 
a league or political federation which stand 
under the direction of the British Colonial 
Office. 


That league, which is Britain’s creation and 
Britain’s instrament to dominate the whol 
Near and Middle East, immediately set about 
to incite the Syrian and Lebanese nationalist 
parties against France, who demanded that 
France withdraw immediately, get her troops 
out and get out her administrative bodies and 
proclaim Syrian and Lebanese independence 
forthwith, without waiting for the end of the 
Japanese wat. 


The French, on the advice and at the re 
quest of their British ally, still sought to pro 
crastinate and delay. In the meantime the 
Syrian mobs were brought to the boiling poini 
by British agents who were not necessaril} 
Britons by nationality, but often Arabs in thé 
service of the British Colonial Office. Britai 
supplied the Syrian nationalists with arms 
munitions, as she did in 1925 when, on ht 
testimony of the French general, Sarrail, thet 
Governor of Syria, British officers from Pales 
tine, Transjordan and Egypt armed the Syrian 
Druses against France. And the revolt flarec 
up. 4 

Then, when the French, imagining they stil 
acted in accordance with allied British in 
ests and in compliance with the British re 
quest to go slow in withdrawing, sought te 
quell the revolt, the British suddenly un 
masked and denounced France before all th 


breaker of a solemn pledge. British troop 
stepped into the melée and disarmed the Frenc 
who were hopelessly outnumbered, Brita’ 
having 600,000 men in Syria and France h hat 
ing 6,000. 

France’s influence is eliminated from’ th 
Near East. The Franco-British duel of empit 
in that part of the world which began | 
after World War I and which went o 
-aiteh Seg has ended with 


tory pad with the "hushilidtion® of brace 
1 Through the Arab League, Britain is now su- 
preme in the Near East. And the Jewish peo- 
ple, whose official bodies looked on silently, 


as usual, while Britain double-crossed and elim- 


inated a great European Power from the sphere 
of empire in which Palestine is also located, 
have seen the pattern and the procedure by 
which Britain will destroy—yes destroy! not 
merely freeze, but destroy Jewish endeavor in 
Palestine. It’s through the Arab League that 
Britain’ will operate in and on Palestine. In 
the Syrian affair the Arab states have been 
given a valuable lesson. They know now that 
by rioting and raging against “the usurper”, 
they can establish a case and that Britain, as 
she did in Syria, will step aside as the injured 
innocent before all the world and leave its 
Arab agents and puppets do virtually what they 
like with Palestine. 

The British road of empire has been cleared 
of all rivals and potential rivals. But that road 
does not lead to dndia and to the war against 

Japan. 
Mr. Churchill himself revealed Britain’s real 
designs in clearing the imperial highway for 
action. At first he argued, in justification of 
British armed intervention in Syria, that the 
exigencies of the unfinished war in the Far 
East did not permit the existence of a troubled, 
explosive situation anywhere on the great allied 
supply line. The security of Anglo-American 
troops fighting Japan, he said, would be en- 
dangered by a hearth of unrest on their lines 
of communication in Syria. Subsequently, when 
this argument fell flat for the simple reason 
| that Syria lies several hundred miles off the 

lines of communication, the Prime Minister 
changed his tune. He asserted that Britain was 
forced to intervene in Syria and maintain or- 
der because unrest in that country might easily 
spread to neighboring countries. If it were not 
so futile an effort to ask questions of a man 
who subscribed to the Atlantic Charter and 
then consistently refused even to consider In- 
dia’s demand for freedom, he might have been 
asked why, if he is so afraid of unrest, he had 
his agents stir up Syria against France in the 
_ first place? 


| The Arab Way 


In diplomatic language, which is not infre- 
quently a means used to convey information, 
instructions or suggestions of a nature and 
meaning exactly the reverse of what is con- 
tained in the text, the last declaration of Chur- 
chill’s on Syria constitutes an invitation or hint 
to the members of the Arab League to proceed 
_ with the next item on their program, that is 
_ to say open and settle the Palestine question. 


When that question is opened, by a wave of 


riots, bloodshed and destruction of course, 
for that is the Arab way, as Mr. Churchill well 
knows, Britain will then logically assume the 
same generous attitude of impartial arbiter 


and innocent bystander towards the Jews in 


the Holy Land as she recently assumed towards’ 


the French-in Syria. Syria is Britain’s now 
through her control of the Arab League. Pal- 
estine will still be Britain’s after the Palestine 
problem is settled by the Arabs and Britain 
will at the same time be rid of the League of 
Nation’s supervision and other international 
checking on her policy in the Holy Land. 

This is coming, not because the British 
Tories are anti-Semites or because Mr. Chur- 
chill no longer respects Dr. Chaim Weizmann, 
but because the Palestinian Jewish community, 
too, is a potential obstructionist element on 


the British road of empire. No more than | 


France can Palestine’s Jewry be counted upon 
to fall in line with British imperialist designs 
in the Near East. Hence the Jews must either 
be cleared off from the road of empire, or 


else they must be deprived of their freedom _ 


of action completely by the integration of 
their country in an Arab League of British 
puppet states and principalities. If the Jewish 


leaders think otherwise just let them try and » 


do what some of them privately threaten to do, 
ie., mobilize and call out the Haganah defense 
force of sixty thousand men in the event of 
trouble with the Arabs. That in itself would 
be reason enough for Britain to intervene on 
the side of the Arabs and hand Palestine over 
to the Arab League. The British Government is 
just looking for a pretext to do to the little Jew- 


ish community in Palestine what she ‘did just ~ 


recently to a Great European Power in Syria. 


The artificially manufactured troubles and 
terms in the Near East, the incidents in the 
Levant States, the formation of the Arab 
League, the procrastination on the subject of 
Jewish immigration into Palestine, show to 
anyone who has ears to hear and eyes to see 
that the military highway which the Tory 
Government is building half way across the 
world does not lead to the Far East at all. It 
is merely so camouflaged politically as to 
make it appear that it aims at Japan. Japan is 
doomed by the coming assaults from the direc- 
tion of the Pacific. Japan’s defeat will be 
chiefly America’s task. 


The Road Heads North 


The British military highway turns off 
sharply northward at the Suez Canal and leads 
and aims directly at the Soviet Union’s borders. 
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. rhe Near East, Turkey, Caucasia, Persia, the 


lands of the Arab League and Palestine con- 
stitute the area from which the next attack 
against Russia will be launched if British 
Tories, their big business henchmen in Amer- 
ica and the clerical-fascist church have their 
way. 

Poland cannot be maintained as the chief 
arch and spearhead in the anti-Soviet cordon 
Samtawe. The focus of anti-Soviet military 
action is shifting to the Near East. World War 
II has shown that the conquest of Russia by 
the overland European route is impossible. 
Moreover, Moscow has managed to put so 
much “bumper” territory between Russia’s own 
borders and a potential enemy advancing 
actoss Europe that the distances have become 


_ too great for a successful campaign by an 


enemy. In addition the heart of Russia’s indus- 
tries lies far behind the Ural Mountains. 

But Russia is vulnerable on her Southern 
borders. A concentrated air attack from the 
South on the Caucasian oilfields may well de- 
ptive the mechanized forces of the Red Army 
of more than 50% of their oil supply. Such an 
attack may also split Russia in twain and bring 
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the industrial heart of the Soviet Union within * 
bombing range from .. . the vast network of — 
airdromes which Britain is now building m 
... Palestine, Irak, Egypt and presently, when 

the French have gone, in Syria and Lebanon. 

That’s the secret of the road Britain is build- 
ing. The Near East is to be and is rapidly 

being transformed into a vast springboard of 
attack on Russia. 

The settlement of the Palestine question by 
the British-sponsored Arab League willbe but 
one more step towards war. It will "be the 
clearing of another part of the road. After that 
comes the Persian question. Russia will be 
asked to get out of Persia. Persia might be 
made to join the Arab League so that it will 
appear when demands are made on Russia to 
remove her troops from North Persia that the 
request comes from another poor, oppressed 
Arab state pining for justice and “independ- 
ence”, 


When the Persian question is opened in the 
near future the tension will have reached the © 
point of explosion. Then the last link in the ~ 
road to be cleared lies ahead, the road that 

leads to the pit for all of us. 


SUBVERSIVE EDUCATION BILL — $717 


By CHARLES J. HENDLEY 


HE ROMAN CATHOLIC HIERARCHY has ap- 

parently set itself to reverse American ‘law 
and policy on the separation of church and 
state. This objective is revealed by the Roman 
Catholic clergy’s wide-spread and persistent 
attempts to discredit the public schools and by 
its drive to secure federal and state funds for 
the support of the parochial schools. It is well 
known that the Roman Catholic newspapers 
and many of the bishops and other clergymen 
are constantly carrying on propaganda to the 
effect that religious instruction is the most 
fundamental element in the education of the 
young and that since sectarian religious in- 
struction is barred from the public schools 
these schools are godless, anti-religious and 
atheistic! The sophistry of this line of reason- 
ing is apparent. Neutrality in regard to sec- 
tarian dogmas is not, of course, atheism nor 
agnosticism. Moreover, the great majority of 
the public school teachers profess to some 
religion and have no reason to indoctrinate 
their pupils against religion. 

On the contrary, the laws, the constitutions 
of the federal and state governments and the 
established policy of the whole country is to 
protect religion. All the state constitutions are 
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eloquent on the subject of religious freedom. 
For example the constitution of Rhode Island 
states: “We, therefore, declare that no one ~ 
shall be compelled to frequent or to support 
any religious worship, place, or ministry what- 
ever, except in fulfillment of his own volun- 
tary contract; ... and that every man shall be 
free to worship God according to the dictates 
of his own conscience, and to profess and by | 
argument to maintain his opinions in matters 
of religion.” In no other country in the world 
is the democratic right “to profess and by 
argument maintain” one’s opinion in matters 
of religion more firmly established than in 
America. 


Separation Protects Religion 


In no other country in the world have re- 
ligious societies and schools as well as churches 
been freer from interference as to their 
methods, policies and activities than in Amer- 


- ica. In no.other country have they flourished 


more than here. So it is not too much to say — 
that there is evidence of ingratitude in those 
who attack the public schools as godless and 
even anti-religious institutions, And those who — 
would use the authority of the state to impose 
religious creeds upon children show no ap-— 
preciation of the great democratic principle — 


mo 
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| written into all our constitutions that “no one 
| shall be compelled to frequent or to support 
| any religious worship.” 

_ To read all the provisions in the forty-eight 
"State constitutions and in the federal con- 
| stitution on religious freedom creates a pro- 
found impression. They were adopted over a 
| period of more than a hundred years from the 
_ time of the founding of the oldest of the states 
| like Massachusetts and Virginia to the young- 
| est states like New Mexico and Nevada. They 
show plainly that the idea of religious free- 
dom had become firmly fixed in the minds and 
hearts of Americans. They are documentary 
evidences of the experience that our fore- 
fathers had had with religious persecutions 
and of their deep gratitude for their newly 
acquired freedom from those persecutions. 
| They are evidence, too, of the contentions, 
quarrels and strife that we experienced in our 
, colonial days and even in the early states be- 
cause of religious differences, They are the 
legal settlement of those disputes. These con- 
stitutional principles have been as thoroughly 
| vindicated by our three hundred years of his- 
tory since our colonial days as any other prin- 
ciple in our democratic system. Not only have 
| they protected us from persecution and mini- 
/mized the bitterness of religious disputes 
among us but also religion has flourished here 
as much as in any other country. Even the 
'Roman Catholic Church has flouished here as 
well as it has in any country where it has 
‘had the authority of the state to maintain it 
above all other churches! The evidence of 
| history is that the free public schools have not 
in any way undermined religion. 


| Pressure For Parochial School Aid ~ 


Along with the propaganda to discredit the 
public schools as irreligious institutions the 
hierarchy has kept up a constant pressure 
| upon state legislatures to secure appropria- 
| tions for the support of the parochial schools. 
{In 1938 the Roman Catholics secured the 
passage of a constitutional amendment in New 
York State to modify the state’s constitutional 
| provision against the use of public funds for 
sectarian schools to allow the public school 
buses to carry children to parochial schools. 
Within recent months es waged a campaign 

tom a bill for state 


}for parochial schools. These efforts are being 
made in spite of the fact that nearly all the 
State constitutions contain very specific pro- 
|visions prohibiting the appropriation of pub- 
lic funds to sectarian institutions. The New 
York provision is as follows: 
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‘supported schools.” 
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“Neither the State nor any sub-division 
thereof, shall use its property or credit or any 
public money, or authorize or permit either 
to be used, directly or indirectly, in aid or 
maintenance, other than for examination or 
inspection, of any school or institution of 
learning wholly or in part under control or 
direction of any religious denomination, or 
in which any denominational tenet or doc- 
trine is taught.” 

Nearly all the states have constitutional pro- 
visions as specific as this, or even more so; 
and the remaining states have clauses on re- 
ligious freedom that plainly indicate the in- 
tent to preclude state support of sectarian. 
institutions. 


\ 


Mead-Aiken Lays a Bogey 


There have been bills providing for federal 
aid for the public schools before Congress for 
ten years, and the Roman Catholic Church 
has been the strongest and the most stubborn 
opponent of them. In 1942 Archbishop Spell- 
man said of one of these bills: “We are op- 
posed to the bill in principle and because it is 
discriminatory, because the children who at- 
tend schools built out of sacrifice and strug- 
gles of generations of people—the children 
for whom God-fearing and God-loving people 
have striven would be discriminated against. 
After all, they are all America’s children. The 
health and welfare of children in private 
schools should be just as much a concern as 
the health and welfare of children in the tax- 
(Herald-Tribune, Nov. 
15, 1942.) 

This specious argument that support of the 
public schools by means of federal funds 
would be discrimination against parochial 
schools has been made by many spokesmen for 
the Church and greatly publicized. In Feb- 
tuaty of this year the Very Rev. Msgr. Fred- 
erick G. Hochwalt, Director of the Depart- 
ment of Education of the National Catholic: 
Welfare Conference, and the Archbishop of 
Cincinnati, the Most. Rev. John T. McNich- 
olas, attacked the Thomas-Hill bill for federal 
aid, known as Bill $181, on the ground that 
it is discriminatory. Hochwalt said: “It is not 
enough for the government to refrain from 
legislation that would prohibit the existence 
of non-public schools. If the program for edu- 
cation within the United States is to be aided, 
then the real spirit of democracy and the true 
conception of the general welfare should 
direct that this aid be extended to all the chil- 
dren in the schools.” (Brooklyn Tablet, Feb. 
24, 1945.) 

This false charge of discrimination and the 
bogey of federal control over education have 
been the favorite lines of the clerical opposi- 


JUNE-JULY, 1945 © 21 
4 d = 


tion to federal aid for schools, and their prop- 
aganda, aided by reactionary interests who 
oppose all increase of public funds for social 
services, has stymied action on the federal aid 
bills to date. 

Within the last year, however, the hierarchy 
has dropped the bogey of federal control and 
has boldly moved to get federal funds for its 
parochial schools. In October, 1944, it was 
reported that Rev. Hochwalt was advising a 
change of line. He said then that there were 
indications that in the not too distant future 
federal aid will become a reality. “Sooner or 
later” he said, “legislation is bound to be 
introduced which will have behind it the 
united support of most of the important edu- 
cational groups of the country. These groups 
will in turn enlist labor, business and indus- 
trial organizations in the cause. It seems that 
those who favor federal aid to education will 
prevail.” 


Then he advised it would be wiser not to 
oppose federal aid but to get a portion of it 
for the parochial schools. He pointed out, 
though, that in all the states either in their 
constitutions or statutes there is “prohibition 
against granting of public funds to amy sec- 
tarian educational establishment.” And he ad- 
vised those who would seek aid for the 
parochial schools that they could pursue one 
or the other of two courses. They could insist 
on language in the federal bill “that would 
expressly state that nothing in the act would 
prohibit the states from distributing the 
money to non-public schools. The next step 
would be to liberalize the laws in this regard 
in every state.” Or “they could insist on a 
federal bill recognizing the fact that under 
existing conditions non-public schools, par- 
ticularly religious, could not participate in fed- 
eral aid and demand that some provision be 
included that would allow the federal gov- 
ernment to by-pass the states and deal directly 
with the non-tax-supported schools.” (The 
Brooklyn Tablet, Oct. 28, 1944.) 


Within recent weeks Senators Mead of 
New York and Aiken of Vermont have intro- 
duced a bill to meet the requirements of the 
hierarchy. It is known as S. 717, or the “Mead- 
Aiken Bill”, and provides for a “National 
Board of Apportionment” that shall have the 
duty “to formulate policies for the allocation 
of funds among the states,” and “in each state 
which informs the National Board .. . that it 
is prohibited from disbursing to nonpublic 
schools funds appropriated pursuant to this 
Act the National Board shall appoint ... a 
trustee who shall have the duty of receiving 
and disbursing the portion of the funds al- 
locable to such State which the National 
Board determines should be disbursed to non- 
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"public schools.” In order to qualify for 5 
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ceiving funds appropriated under this Act, 
State must “provide that funds received . . 
shall be made available in every part. of 
State and to every State-approved educatio 
agency, in need thereof without discriminatio 
or prejudice in regard to race, creed or status 
of any person or agency in the State author- 
ized under this Act to receive such funds.” It 
must also, to qualify, “inform the Neto 
Board whether or not it is prohibited by law 
or otherwise from distributing such funds to 
nonpublic schools.” (Quotations from the 
bill.) An identical bill, H. R. 3002, was in- 
troduced in the House by Mr. Lesinski on 
April 23, 1945. 


The hierarchy acclaims the Mead-Aiken 
Bill. This is very significant, coming from in- 
terests that have been so eloquent in alarm 
lest federal aid would mean federal control. 
The bogey of federal control is discarded like 
last season’s scare-crow. They no longer oppose 
federal aid “in principle”, as Archbishop 
Spellman said, but are quite eager to share 
whatever federal funds are available. It be- 
trays a prevailing dog-in-the-manger attitude 
of opposition to federal aid for education if 
the parochial schools are denied a proportion: 
ate share of the funds. It betrays an antagon- 
ism to the principle of complete separation of 
state and church which has been written inte 
all the constitutions of the states and of the 
federal government after many generations of 
contentions that grew out of the attempts i 
the early history of the country to use sta’ 
authority to maintain faiths of one denomi 
tion or another. The clerical interests that 
now seeking to divert public funds to 
support of parochial schools would have ut 
revive the dissensions, divisions and disrup: 
tions that we experienced in our early history 
and that we have witnessed in France, i 
Mexico, and in other countries in recent yea 
when those countries undertook to effect 
separation of church and state as we did ov 
a hundred years ago. 


Our constitutions and laws under them al 
low perfect freedom to private school 
whether religious or secular. At the same time 
the people of the whole nation have cox 
ceived of free public education as an absd 
lutely necessary foundation of our democrat 
system. Why should public funds be dive 
to private secular schools, especially when th 
public schools do not have the funds thei 
need? The obvious answer to this questi 
applies to religious schools too. Moreove 
since the fundamental objective of parochi 


and creeds, the levy of a tithe or tax for ‘he 
support would violate all our constitutions. 
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N ALLIANCE A certain British and 
American conservatives on the one hand 
and the right wing elements of the German 
# Roman Catholic Center Party on the other 


| deepening the antagonism between the Soviet 
# Union and the Anglo-Saxon Powers and thus 
) giving the German imperialists another chance. 
Here are the facts: 
‘| On his way from Canada to Germany, Dr. 
Karl Spiecker stopped over in London, where 
he conferred with a small exclusive group of 
| Tory politicians. Since Tabitha Petran’s ex- 
‘) posures (THE PROTESTANT, August-Septem- 
_ ber, November, 1943), Spiecker is known to 
| the readers of THE PROTESTANT. About twen- 
ty-five years ago he was the political leader 
of the Nazi murder gangs, also called the 
 “Feme”, that killed hundreds of labor leaders 
)) and Poles in Upper Silesia. This terror was 
| aimed at the intimidation of both the “Reds” 
i) and the Polish-speaking population, in order 
#) to obtain a German majority for the plebiscite, 
| in 1921, which was to decide the national al- 
 legiance of the province. In exile, Spiecker, 
| who is a right wing member of the Center 
| Party, was and is connected with the anti- 
# Semitic, fascist adventurer, Otto Strasser, as 
| well as with the former German cabinet mem- 
® ber, G. R. Treviranus, a conservative. 
In London, Spiecker told his audience that 
#) he was firmly convinced of the inevitability of 
| a war between the Anglo-Saxon and the Soviet 
' worlds. He said Germany could become the 
dam against the pernicious influence from the 
East, if he and his friends succeeded in making 
| the Christian-conservative forces the decisive 
| power in the Reich. And he admitted that he 
and his friends in Europe and America were 


the following details: 

A “League of Anti-Communist German 
Emigres,” headed by Count Anton von Kny- 
phausen, has been organized in Stockholm. Up 
to 1944 this Count had been a correspondent 
| in Finland for the Hamburger Fremdenblatt, 

_ from where he provided the entire Nazi press, 
including Goebbels’ own paper Das Reich, 
with anti-Soviet horror tales. When he realized 
in 1944 that things were not going so well 
with Hitler, he cloaked himself in the toga of 
the anti-Nazis and went to Sweden, where he 
continued his old business under a new guise. 
(As a matter of fact some months ago he 
tried, unsuccessfully, to approach American 
publications with his articles.) 

In the United States, Spiecker and _ his 


i) hand is in the making, with the object of 


active to this effect. Spiecker’s report revealed 


I “GERMAN SALESMEN ‘OF CHRISTIAN REACTION | 


friends made and are still making the greatest 
efforts to influence American public opinion 
and to form a political group of Germans 
which would exclude long standing anti-fas- 
cists. Messrs. G. R. Treviranus and Von Borsig — 
are fecognized as the leading figures in this 
conspiracy in America. The latter is the son 
of the president of the German Industrialists’ 
Association. Von Borsig, Jr., whose father was 
among the earliest and most generous sup- 
porters of the Hitler movement, represents the 
political and economic interests of German 
finance capital in the United States. 


Treviranus, a friend of former President von 
Hindenburg, was a member of the govern- 
ment of “Hunger Chancellor” Bruening, the 
German Hoover, and bears a great deal of the 
responsibility for the rearmament of imperial- 
ist Germany. He fled Germany only after 
Hitler’s St. Bartholomew’s eve June 30, 1934. 
Despite the fact that he is an enemy alien he 
was able to make frequent trips between the 
United States and Canada with amazingly few 
difficulties. I have good reason to assume that 
the connections of certain American author- 
ities with the German imperialist have not 
been severed even after Miss Petran’s exposé 
about 21 months ago. 

Treviranus, who issued warnings against the 
“Slavic danger” as long as fourteen years ago 
when he was Reichminister, published a book 
in 1944 entitled Revolutions in Russia, Thew 
Lessons for the Western World (Harper's). In 
this book he makes the preposterous assertion 
that the Italian Communists supported Mus- 
solini’s and the German Communists Hitler's 
struggle for power, that “the Russians” were 
responsible for the strangulation of the Span-- 
ish Republic and for Franco’s victory; more- 
over, that the Russians bear the responsibility 
for the collapse of the French Popular Front, 
because “Stalin wanted to hand a crippled 
France as a bait to Hitler”. 

Currently this deliberate falsifier of history, 
accompanied by Mr. von Borsig and a Prot- 
estant minister of German origin, leaves his 
visitor's card with influential American politi- 
cians and leaders of the Protestant churches. 
He conferred with the circle around John L. 
Lewis. And this Treviranus, foe of the Slavs, 
does not hesitate to contact Polish circles, al- 
ways provided they are anti-Russian and close 
to the London “government’-in-exile. It seems 
he has a common plan with them: the restora- 
tion of Poland’s pre-war frontiers, in other 
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words, an aggrandizement of Poland not at 
the expense of Germany, but of the Soviet 
Union. 
Spiecker, in England, and his friend Tre- 
viranus, in America, have a new German coal- 
ition government in mind which would range 
from the Conservatives to the right wing of 
the Social Democrats but would outlaw the 
Communists. As to their foreign policy, they 
intend to entertain close ties with England and 
America, while cool if not hostile reserve is to 
be shown toward the Soviet Union. In their 
talks with the English and Americans, Spiecker 
and Treviranus do their utmost to denounce as 
“Stalin’s fellow travellers” all those German 
bourgeois and Social-Democratic politicians 
who ate ready to work with German Com- 
munists and who disapprove of the anti-So- 
viet program of the above named gentlemen. 


Who Inspires AMG in Germany? 


Unfortunately, it won't do to dismiss these 
conspiracies of Messrs. Treviranus, Spiecker 
and Von Borsig as a refugee-storm-in-a-tea- 
cup; for this triumvirate never fails to point 
out that it enjoys the support of official 
circles. Whether this is true or not remains to 

be seen. But it is undoubtedly true that cer- 
' tain measures of the Allied Military Govern- 
ment-look as if they had been inspired by this 
reactionary emigré circle. Certainly, they are 
not dictated by the spirit of the Yalta decisions 
which demanded the removal of “all Nazi and 
militarist influences from public office.” Other- 
wise it would be impossible for a pro-fascist 
like Ritter Hans von Seisser to be made Chief 
of Police in Munich, capital of Bavaria and 
the fourth largest city of Germany. During the 
Weimar Republic this former supreme com- 
mander of the Bavarian police was hated as 
the murderer of many true democrats. Hitler 
proclaimed him minister of the German police 
when he made his abortive “Putsch” in 1923. 
Again, why has the AMG appointed as Mayor 
of Frankfurt a man who until recently was 
the political editor of the Nazi press and who 
is on excellent terms with the managers of 
the IG Farben trust while his relations with 
the workers are bad? 


These are not exceptions to the rule. On 
the contrary, these two appointments are typi- 
cal for the composition of the new adminis- 
trations in many cities of Western and South- 
ern Germany. In Southern Germany AMG 
relies on the Bavarian People’s Party, a group 
of Roman Catholic politicians and priests, who 
split away from the Roman Catholic Center 
Party after the First World War, because the 
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latter's policy was not quite reactionary enoug! 
for them! The Bavarian People’s Party is per 
meated with anti-democratic and anti-Semitic 
sentiments and favors the restoration of a | 
Bavarian monarchy. Dr. Friedrich Schaeffer, | 
who was appointed Prime Minister of Bavaria _ 
by AMG is the president of this party. In an 
interview with the press (PM May 31, 1945) — 
he declared that his ideal was the former Aus-— 
trian Chancellor Dollfuss, that same Dollfuss, — 
who, in 1934, as Mussolini’s agent and with — 
the blessings of the Vatican, mowed down the 
workers of Vienna with heavy artillery. 

If Bavaria, Germany’s second largest state, 
was the breeding ground for German fascist 
reaction during the Weimar Republic, the 
blame rests upon the Bavarian People’s Party. 
For, from 1920 until Hitler's seizure of power, 
the Bavarian People’s Party occupied all key 
positions in the Bavarian government and col- | 
laborated for years with the Nazis. Their past — 
record should cause the Allies to treat the 
leaders of this party with a great deal of care — 
and suspicion, rather than offer them the most — 
important administrative posts. 

AMG even dug up old Dr. Wilhelm Marx — 
and is helping him to become politically prom- 
inent again. From 1923 to 1924 and from 
1926 to 1928 Marx was Chancellor of Ger- 
many as the leader of the right wing of the 
Roman Catholic Center Party. During his ré- 
gime the Communists were outlawed in 1923- 
24 and their seven thousand functionaries were 
arrested. When in 1926 the liberal forces in ~ 
Germany demanded the expropriation of the — 
princes who ruled Germany until 1918 and 
who were financing the reactionaries with the - 
enormous sums paid them by the Republic, 
Wilhelm Marx together with Hindenburg put 
up violent opposition. Marx took the “Deutsch- 
nationalen” (German Nationalist Party), Hit- 
ler’s open allies, into his government and in 
1928 he began the construction of a German — 
navy. 

The men represented by Bruening, Tre- 
viranus, Spiecker, and Borsig are working be- 
hind the scenes in order to direct the German 
policy of certain Allied authorities into reac- 
tionary channels. They and their followers in 
the Reich do not represent a new, democratic 
Germany, but only the old imperialist caste, 
the midwives of Hitler's régime. They want to 
make a second Greece of Germany. They are 
ready to erect a new cordon sanitaire west of 
the Elbe. To entrust the administration of 
Germany to them would mean not only that a 
true German democracy would never be born, 
but also that world peace would become a 
gamble. : : 


By HARRY F. WARD 


BE “CRUSADE to preserve free enterprise” 
B nos: being promoted by the reactionary 
section of big business faces American Protes- 
tantism with the sharpest challenge to its spir- 
itual insight and moral authority since the days 
of its beginning. 

‘With this thrust the war between democracy 

and fascism moves into another phase. It be- 
comes more clearly a conflict over the nature 
and purpose of the economic order. Is it to 
produce and support more concentration of po- 
litical and ecclesiastical power or is it to pro- 
mote continuous development of the demo- 
cratic way of life? Behind all the other causes 
that produced Mussolini, Hitler and the Japa- 
nese military fascists, with their revival of all 
the brutalities that civilized man thought he 
had outgrown, was the inability of the present 
economic system to prevent sub-normal stand- 
ards of living, widespread bankruptcy and un- 
employment. Those who seek, either by de- 
sign or through ignorance, to continue that 
system without any plan to prevent its cyclical 
collapse, are seeking or inviting more of the 
fascism we are now fighting to destroy. 
. Fascism is a hydra-headed beast and the 
military defeat of the Axis will cut off only 
some of its heads. Because of ‘the economic 
strength of the United States the complete de- 
struction of fascism can be accomplished only 
on our soil. That includes the clerical fascism 
of an imperialist church state whose liberal 
front here is more dangerous, because more 
seductive, than its repressive front in coun- 
tries where democracy is not so well rooted. 
The historic question posed by fascism is the 
nature of the transition from capitalist dem- 
ocratic society to that form of socialist demo- 
cratic society which best expresses the tradi- 
tions and political development of each land. 
If under the deceptions of the big business 
free enterprisers and the illusions of the free 
enterprise idealists we blunder into a fascist 
period of transition instead of consciously 
taking the road of a democratic state capital- 
ism, the cost to the world will be much higher 
’ than that paid for our part in the rise of 
Hitler to power. 


Slogan Appeals to Protestants 

A major danger of fascist revival and de- 
velopment from the plans and purposes of 
those who seek more power under the banner 
of “free enterprise” lies in the strong appeal 
of their slogan to the Protestants who consti- 
_ tute the great majority of our voters. Protes- 
_tantism and genuine free enterprise grew up 
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PROTESTANTS AND FREE ENTERPRISE 


together as twin expressions of the individual- 
ism generated in the period of new frontiers. 
Those who have won freedom of conscience 
naturally want economic freedom. But how 
many of them understand how a large part 
of our original free enterprise has been trans- 
formed into monopolistic concentration of 
power? How many have noticed or been told 
how freedom for money-making destroys the 
basic freedoms of democracy, and makes free- 
dom from fear and want impossible? How 
many of them understand that the machine 
age requires other forms for the development 
of economic freedom than our early competi- 
tive enterprise? If as many of our Protestants 
ate as eaSily misled by the pretensions of our 
big business “free enterprisers” as wete de- 
ceived in Germany by the social welfare prom- 
ises of the Nazis, the results will be still more 
disastrous. 

The danger is increased by the fact that 
so many of the deceived and the deceivers are 
members of the same Protestant denomina- 
tions. Their membership is heavily the, little 
people who will Jose their small banks, busi- 
nesses and farms, their jobs, war bonds, life 
insurance, and the college education of their 
children, if the free enterprise deception with 
its resultant unemployment prevails. In the 
same households of faith are also some of the 
family economic dynasties, the bankers and 
industrialists, and more of their lawyers, pub- 


lic relations counsellors and professors who | 


are engaged in the free enterprise campaign. 
These people are naturally more prominent 
in church councils than the little men, and 
their religious characters and idealism make 
their economic program more plausible to their 
fellow church’membets and open church chan- 
nels for its promotion. 

The strategists of free enterprise recognize 
this situation and plan to cash in on it. Their 
first attempt was to get groups of preachers 
into conference with them, city by city, in the 
hope of drawing them into distribution of 
their ideas and printed matter, as they have 


already done with teachers and farmers or- 


ganizations. This move was blocked by the six 
unofficial, denominational, social action groups. 
They suggested to preachers that they accept 
the invitation only on condition that labor 
representatives also be invited for a three way 
discussion of the free enterprise program. The 


result was that the effort was abandoned. In 5 


place of the direct approach from big busi- 


JUNE-JULY, 1945 © 


25 


ness the tactic now is to use big preachers 
as the front to get others to open church chan- 
nels for the flow of propaganda, 

One of the auxiliaries of the National In- 
dustrial Information Committee which runs 
the free enterprise campaign is the Committee 
for Constitutional Government. Its founder 
and leading spirit is Frank Gannett, owner of 
a chain of small town papers. He makes 
speeches to preachers exhorting them to pre- 
setve our way of life, political as well as re- 
ligious, and tells them that to talk about free- 
dom from want is preposterous. The Commit- 
tee is now engaged in a campaign to get a 
constitutional amendment limiting income, in- 
heritance, and gift taxes to twenty-five percent 
of income. It already has got resolutions 
through the legislatures of 17 states, usually by 
the gumshoe method of lining up a few lead- 
ers and delaying introduction until the eleventh 
_ hour rush. 

By request of the CIO, the Committee was 
called before the House Campaign Expendi- 
tures Committee, particularly on account of its 
alleged part in the attempt to steal the Texas 
electoral vote from the Roosevelt Democrats. 
It was found out that $447,000 had been spent 
against Roosevelt but the names of 224 don- 
ots of more than $100 were refused. For this, 
the Secretary, E. A. Rumely, is under citation 
for contempt, the case being on appeal. After 
the last war, he served a term as a German 
agent. The Committee claims to have distrib- 
uted 23,049,722 pieces of literature last year. 
Its leaflet against Wallace calls the program 
to provide full employment “the end of free 
enterprise” and a planned economy “the mod- 
ern perfume of Karl Marx.” It scoffs at Wal- 
lace’s desire to “give every man a job with a 
home” and says, “Before Wallace the common 
man never had a century.” 


The Big Preacher Front 


The Chairman of the Committee, Norman 
Vincent Peale, is the minister of one of New 
York’s wealthiest churches. He was recently 
selected by the religious book publishers to 
make up a list of books for Lenten reading 
by the preachers of the nation. He writes to 
ministers on his church stationery offering 
them free leaflets and telling them that the 
Committee’s book designed to “teach the value 
of our constitution and its system of free en- 
terprise to youth everywhere” is “needed in 
churches and homes next to the Bible.” 

This same minister is now promoting a 
weekly series of pamphlets announced in the 
press as “Guideposts” on the “How” of reli- 
gion. (See “Canned Faith for Fascists” by W. 
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competitive profit-seeking economy which be- 


The pamphlets are also to be “guideposts to 
inner peace and power.” An accompanying 
leaflet by the same author attacks “the theory 
promulgated by so-called ‘liberals’ that in- 
dividual incentive and enterprise and inde- 
pendence are crimes against the social order. 
... Behind a smokescreen of liberal and social 
welfare jargon there lurks the enslavement of 
free men. Our fathers broke their chains. Are 
we going to let these so-called ‘liberals’ hyp- 
notize us into reforging these chains on our- 
selves?” Nevertheless Peale insists that the en- 
terprise is “entirely religious and not political.” 

One would think that beneath this cloak 
of “inner-peace and power” the cloven hoof of 
anti-democratic, anti-social politics was visible 
enough. Yet a partial list of the Advisory 
Board of this enterprise shows three bishops, 
two of the best known preachers of the coun- 
try, the Chaplain of the Senate, the editor of 
one of the biggest denominational Protestant 
papers, the manager of a big milk producers 
cooperative, along with an assorted list of 
business men, including Frank Gannett of 
course. There is also Dr. James W. Fifield Jr., 
founder and leader of Spiritual Mobilization, 
whose fascist character has recently been laid 
bare in this journal. (See “Protestant Priests 
of Mammon” by James Luther Adams, THB 
PROTESTANT, October, 1944.) That organi- 
zation ran a three-quarter page ad last July 
and August in the paper of Rev. Gerald Win- 
rod who was among those on trial at Wash- 
ington for sedition, specifically for pro-Nazi 
anti-Semitic propaganda. Here appears the 
first attempt to draw together the fascist ten- 
dencies in both liberal and fundamentalist 
Protestantism. 

As in the nation by their financial support 
of anti-Semitic, anti-labor, anti-Negro, anti- 
ted fascist action groups, so in the church 
world, the aggressive free enterprisers provide 
the point of union for the anti-democratic 
forces. To prevent that coalition is now the 
responsibility of those Protestants who know 
that winning the war does not end the fascist 
menace. 


Decisive Battle for Protestants 
Thus the battle between fascist and demo- 
cratic tendencies is now joined within the 


churches as it is in educational institutions, 
political parties, labor unions, farm organiza- 
tions and professional societies, By their prop- 
aganda attack upon the Protestant church, our 
big business free enterprisers have opened 
another battle in‘the long war between the 
ethical imperatives of our religion and the 


- gan when hey came upon he stage eof Bibory 
together. Carried on ever since by minority 


k groups throughout the Protestant world, that 


conflict now moves into its decisive stage. It is 
the test of the relative place of the prophetic 
and institutional aspects of Protestantism, the 
test also of its place in the period of history 
now opening. If those who stand in the suc- 
cession of the prophets and Jesus are to pre- 
vail, they need to remember how and why 
their forebears lost the initial engagement with 
those who laid the economic foundations of 
capitalist society. 

The record of that earlier battle has been 
set forth by Weber in his essay on The Protes- 
tant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism and at 
more length by Tawney in Religion and the 
Rise of Capitalism, He shows in documented 
detail how the attitude of religion to the eco- 
nomic order was altered in England during 
the change from agrarian to commercial society 
in the 16th Century, and then extends the 
story in more general form to the beginning 
of the industrial revolution. To sum it up, at 
the beginning of the period, moneymaking 
was condemned by the pulpit; at the end, it 
was blessed. 

The steps in the change were first the gen- 
eral withdrawing of the ban on interest and 
then the extension of the concept of the Chris- 
tion “calling” from religious vocations to busi- 
ness activities. The Calvinists and Puritans who 
‘ did this knew that moneymaking was danger- 
ous but they said it could be done for the 
gloty of God. Seeing that the economic virtues 
of honesty, industriousness, and thrift were 
profitable, they concluded that profit making 
developed these virtues and so became a duty, 
especially when part of the proceeds were 
given to the church. Thus moneymaking was 
first justified and then sanctified. Tawney points 
out that long before Adam Smith, the pulpit 
provided the psychological defense for the 
profit seeking economy, and very soon the big 
moneymakers were telling the preachers that 
economics was one thing and religion another. 
A little later the economists were proclaiming 
that the competitive struggle for profit was 
the only way to social progress. Today the few 
relics of this school who form the brain trust 
of the big business free enterprisers are telling 
us that competition in moneymaking is the 
only way to preserve our freedom. 

For this early surrender to the anti-religious, 
anti-social spirit of moneymaking, the Protes- 
tant pulpit owes a debt to society which is 
now due. The preachers of today are in a 
much better position to meet the offensive of 
those who now seek to turn the democratic 
_ State into an instrument for their further con- 
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centration of wealth and power than wete 
those who faced the challenge of the first capi- 
talists to the moral authority of religion. The 
current of economic need was against them; 
it is behind us. The rising economic order they 
faced, with all its defects and dangers, was 
enabling a higher standard of life and distribut- 
ing more of the benefits of civilization to more 
people than its predecessor. We face an econ- 
omy that is failing to produce according to its 
technical capacity. This has been made clear 
for us not only by the theoretical analysis of 
Marx but also by the voluminous reports of 
investigations on file in the Congressional Li- 
brary comparable to those on the earlier work- 
ings of the capitalist economy which Marx 
studied in the British museum. To us the 
workings of profit seeking enterprise are laid 
bare; to the first Protestants they were as un- 
known as a tractor was to a Russian peasant 
a few years ago. 

The objective fact that machine produc- 
tion is capable of reaching greater capacity 
than its present controls permit makes it now 
possible to lift life to higher levels all over 
the world. This is the base for all our hopes 
of peace and security. Thus the ideal and the 
real interpenetrate as never before. The satis- 
faction of economic needs can work with, in- 
stead of against, the realization of universal 
ideals, Religion and the economic order, joined 
together by the prophets of an ethical God, 
then sundered by the exploiters and their 
priests, can now be united again. What the first 
Protestants tried in vain to do can now be 
accomplished. 


Dispel Free Enterprise Illusion 


To win through to this objective, it is nec- 
essary for the pulpit to free itself and the 
people in the pews from the deceptions and 
illusions fostered by the term “free enterprise.” 
It should be self-evident to Protestants that it 
is no more possible for those who seek concen- 
tration of economic power to preserve eco- 
nomic freedom than it is for an authoritarian, 
imperialist, church-state to advance religious 
freedom. What prevents many of them from 
seeing this is that the term free enterprise 
fastens attention upon freedom—an ideal, and 
turns it away from the enterprise—the con- 
crete fact. So the preachers, who have been 
trained so much in moral and theological ab- 
stractions, and the people, who have given 
allegiance to these abstractions all their lives, 
need now to see concretely the enterprise they 
are being asked to preserve. If they see that 


what the big business free enterprisers want is _ 


freedom for moneymaking, then they can un-_ 
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derstand that this kind of freedom is the es- 
sence of anti-democratic, anti-social power, 
then they can see how it destroys all the other 
democratic freedoms, including freedom from 
fear and from want. 

This understanding alone can save the Prot- 
estant little men and their progressive politi- 
cal leaders from following a will-o’-the-wisp 


with the illusion that they can secure genuine . 


free enterprise by breaking up trusts and car- 
tels, by restoring and regulating competition, 
by increasing the number of small corpora- 
tions, plants, businesses, and farms. 

Protestants have a natural affinity for free 
enterprise as Roman Catholics have for cor- 
poratism. What both need now to discover 
is what our early settlers had to learn, the 
larger freedom that comes with democratic 
organization. 

What the sincere advocates of free enter- 
prise want, beside the proper balance between 
big and little enterprise, is freedom for initia- 
tive and for competition in quantity and qual- 
ity of goods and services. These are social ne- 
cessities. But there is now enough recorded 
experience to show that they cannot be secured 
to a sufficient degree by an economy that makes 
them dependent upon their contribution to 
success in moneymaking. The results of our 
trust-busting campaigns demonstrate that to 
restore small enterprise competition in money- 
making is only to restore the conditions that 
led to monopoly in the first place and thus to 
guarantee its return. That is certain in those 
areas where big scale profit-seeking enterprise 


- does for a time increase quantity and quality of 


production. The experience of the Soviet Union 
is showing that direct competition in quantity 
and quality of goods brings more rapid and 
more general social progress than competition 
in moneymaking has indirectly achieved. It 
also shows a corresponding release in personal 
initiative. 

Lime of March Is Forward 


These facts indicate that the road to the 
benefits of free competition leads forward not 
backward, forward to a change in the primary 
objective of our economy which has already 
begun. Our gains in wartime production, and 
our inability to reach our maximum capacity, 
check with the degree to which moneymaking 
was superseded by winning the war, and the 
self-interest of the individual yielded to the 
common need to get to the boys at the front 


_ the things they needed. Equally the amount of 


security we get for ourselves and the rest of 
the world after the fighting is over depends 


28 * THE PROTESTANT 


~ ~- 


tion and employment becomes the primary 
objective of our economic arrangements, with 
returns to individuals and groups dependent 


upon'their contribution to the common need. — 


This issue is being determined in the deci- 
sions on the control of the distribution of pub- 
lic credit through national and international 
loan agencies, on the international control of 
food, oil; aviation and basic metals, on the 
proposed social and economic council of the 
United Nations. At these points the destiny 
of mankind is being written for a period of 
history. Also here the capacity of Protestants 
to carry on the good fight their forefathers 
started over the nature and purpose of the 
economic order is being revealed, and so the 
place of Protestantism in the world of to- 
morrow. 

Since the turn of the century Protestantism 
has been moving out of its individualism, 
seeking its relationship to the local, national 
and world community. It has also been passing 
judgment on the economic order, mostly in 
terms of general principles, all of them the 
opposites of those behind the programs of both 
our big business and our little business free 
enterprisers. Service instead of profit as the 
motive, cooperation instead of competition as 
the method, human rights before property 
rights, economic justice—these have been the 
watchwords. Educational material has pro- 


moted analysis of, and action on, concrete is- 


sues, particularly in labor and race relations. 
Unofficial groups have condemned the nature 
and purpose of the profit-seeking economy. 
Official gatherings have limited their condem- 
nation to insofar as profit comes before human 
values and interferes with the development of 
personality, recommending further study to de- 
-termine that point. 


Chaplains to Anti-Fascists 


_ Thus Protestantism has been getting into so- 
cial action and formulating a doctrine of the 


social order, but it has not yet worked out a 


social strategy. Without this, it can play no 
effective part in stopping the combined anti- 
democratic offensive of our big business free 
enterprisers, their partners in other lands, and 
the re-constituted Vatican church state. Prot- 
estantism will not have a social strategy until 
it makes up its mind, as the Vatican has done, 
concerning the kind of economic order its re- 
ligion requires. Those Protestants who are now 
fighting on the political front for a democratic 
economy have no such support from their 


churches as have those Roman Catholics who — 


are fighting politically to achieve corporatism. 


There is little or no connection between What — 
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upon the degree to which maximum produc- 
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such Protestants hear and sing and say in. 
church and what they say and do on the politi- 
cal and economic battlefield. = 
As the fight against the Axis abroad merges 
into the fight against the fascists at home, Prot- 
estant anti-fascist fighters here need as much 
inspiration and support from their religion as 
the boys on the far flung front across the seas 
received. In this next phase of the war for the 
preservation and extension of democracy, every 
man who stands up to preach a gospel which 


Ro 


calls ever for more equality and more brother- 


hood is thereby called to a wider service than. 
ministering to a congregation. He is com- 
missioned as a chaplain, from a higher source 
than the War Department. His main task is 
to make those who fight for more democracy 
with intellectual and political and economic 
weapons conscious of the nature of the im- 
peratives that move them, to open their eyes 
to the connection of the battles of the moment 
with the war that is unending. 


ANTIDOTE IN THE CLASSROOM 


By FRANCES RAYBURN 


NE MAY HAVE TAUGHT history for many 

years and have reassuringly heard the 
children recite the usual generalizations about 
freedom of religion without realizing how 
divorced the generalizations are from daily 
life. The extent to which many of our chil- 
dren are indoctrinated with hatred of the Jews 
is not often appreciated by those who have 
not actually inquired into the subject. Recently 
in one of my classes in a city high school, 
something happened which showed me how 
deeply rooted is the hatred. The beginning of 
the story points a moral of its own, but is told 
here only to show how the theme of Jesus’ 
life was brought into the discussion. 


* * * 


We had been studying the emancipation of 
slaves in England. The class was a mixed one, 
half colored and half white. I asked the ques- 
tion, “Which method of eliminating slavery do 
you think was better, that of England where 
the slave owners were indemnified, or that of 
the United States?” 

In the ensuing discussion one student said 
that war always bred a heritage of hate. She 


said that we in the United States still suffered | 


from the hatred caused by the Civil War, espe- 
cially in the South. 

A colored student then arose and said, “I’m 
tired of hearing that there’s hatred only in the 
South. There’s hatred all over, and especially 
tight here in New York.” Waxing very emo- 
tional she turned to the class and said, “I’m 
addressing all the students of my race in this 
class. I tell you there’s only one thing to do— 
that’s for all the colored people to get together 
and fight the whites.” 

Another colored student raised her hand. I 
was glad to call on her, for I expected her to 
point out what was wrong with this. She was 
’ superior student who had heretofore dem- 
onstrated objectivity of thought. “I agree abso- 


Ne a ree 


lutely,” she burst forth, “and if there were a 
riot today I'd be the first one to go out and kill 
the whites.” 

The atmosphere was tense. Teacher was “on 
the spot.” 

I might have laughed it off, told her to calm 
down, or given her a lecture. But I felt that 
her outburst should not be passed over, for 
here was honest conviction born of long-time 
indoctrination. Said I, “Now, let’s see. We all 
agree that we must seek to improve the con- 
dition of every American, but I wonder if 
your method would get you anywhere? To 
begin with, Negroes constitute about ten per 
cent of our population. Would you consider 
it wise, aside from any other considerations, 
to start a fight under such odds?” The student 
said that she didn’t care—the Negro has 
nothing to lose. 

I countered with, “Perhaps you'll see the. 
point more clearly, if we discuss another 
group in America that has similar problems. 
You know the Jews of America constitute 
about three per cent of the population; you 
also know that in recent years there has been 
a considerable, in fact, a dangerous growth of 
anti-Semitism. Could the Jews of America, no 
matter how right their cause, fight this danger 
alone? How much better if the majority group 
fought the battle with them.” f 

I told the class that part of the majority 
group here in America felt the same way—that 
anti-Semitism was a problem of the Christians 
and not of the Jews, just as the problem of 
the Negroes in America was one that the 
white population must help solve. I told them 
of THE PROTESTANT’s work in educating 
Christians to realize that a threat to the Jews 
was a threat to all the American people, that — 
it was, in fact, one of the favorite devices of 
fascism to divide the people. 
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We had studied the working of the “divide 
and conquer” principle in our survey of Euro- 
pean history so there was considerable back- 
ground for an understanding of my statement. 

I then told the class that it was generally 
agreed that the best way to eliminate prejudice 
was to determine the cause and thus go to the 
heart of the trouble. I told them that THE 
PROTESTANT had, after much study, come to 
the conclusion that one of the roots of anti- 
Semitism was the belief that the Jews killed 
Christ. I showed them a copy of the pledge 
that a large number of Protestant ministers 
had signed. 

When I paused, there was again a feeling 
of tension. One girl broke it by crying, “But 
Christ was killed by the Jews and that’s why 
they have had to suffer ever since.” Much voci- 
ferous agreement. 

Said I, “Shall I tell you the story as a history 
teacher would?” 

They agreed, and I recounted the story of 
the young Jewish rabbi who had protested 
against the abuses of the Jewish Church; who 
had worked among the poor and lowly, and 
who was hailed as the new King of the Jews 
by His Followers. I told of the High Priests’ 
fear that He might undermine their hold on 
the people, and their fear of trouble if the 
Romans thought that the Jews were raising a 
King who might interfere with the authority 
of Rome. I asked the class why a crown had 
been placed on Jesus’ head, and why the sign 
“King of the Jews” was placed on the cross. 

When I had finished there were excited 
exclamations of “Jesus wasn’t a Jew. The Jews 
hated Him and it was they who killed Him.” 
Just then the bell rang for the end of the 
period. 


* ¥* * 


After the class left I wondered whether or 
hot to drop the subject. I decided that as a 
history teacher I could not permit the children 
to think that I was passing off opinion as fact. 
I felt that this was a good opportunity to teach 
the use of source materials. Accordingly that 
night I reread and marked the passages in 
Matthew, Mark, Luke and John that told the 
story of Christ. I took the New Testament to 
school and explained to the class why I felt 
they needed to know the source of my ac- 
count, I asked the class to choose any of the 
four versions from the Bible itself. They asked 
for “John” so I accordingly read from that 
section. 

When I had finished reading, a girl said 
triumphantly, “But even if it was the Roman 
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Pontius who sentenced Him, 
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who demanded His death.” Pe at: 

Apparently changing the subject, I asked 
the class what was wrong with the following 
group of statements: 
Americans fought with George Washington 
Americans fought against George Washington 
Frenchmen revolted against King Louis. 
Frenchmen defended King Louis. 

Jews followed and defended Christ. 
Jews attacked Christ. ‘ 

One of the students said wonderingly, “The 
word ‘some’ is missing from each of thos 
statements.” 

Several of them conceded this much, bu 
were still unconvinced. They said, “I don’ 
care if it is in the New Testament. We've beet 
taught that Christ was killed by the Jews anc 
no teacher can tell us any different.” 

Again the bell for the end of the perioc 
interrupted us. Pointing out that we coulc 
take no further class time for the subject, ! 
expressed the hope that discussion might con. 
tinue among the students. I felt that it woulc 
be better to proceed by indirection, and by 
parallel treatment during the term. 

Since then, some of the most heated student: 
have come to me singly and have told me hoy 
jolted they were at the time, but how ou: 
talk had started a new train of thought. Saic 
one, “I don’t know what I. think as yet, bu 
perhaps it’s something gained if I’m not sure 
any more.” 


* * * 


I tell this story, not because it is unusual 
nor because I feel satisfied that I handled the 
situation in the best way. I tell it because | 
feel that is exactly what one would find unde: 
the surface in most Christians today. Hov 
futile it is to talk of creating religious tol 
erance, when we build from such a founda 
tion! The churches can do much, but what 
ever they do reaches only the church-goin; 
portion of the community. An historical pres 
entation in the public schools would take the 
matter from the realm of ecclesiastical doc 
trine and make it part of every child’s his 
torical background. Some would say that th 
churches would object. They do not object t 
the presentation of the Crusades, the Protestan 
reformation, the abuses of the early Romat 
Catholic church. How then could they objec 
to this? If this be naive, I think naivete i 
called for. Let us approach the subject naivel) 
and in the spirit of historical verity. Surely 
there would be few additions to the curricu 
lum that would pay such dividends in under 
standing and good will. - fv 


ret, 


> _ ¥ yu 
‘2 


j By F HEINZ POL 


CARCELY THREE WEEKS after the end of 

hostilities in Europe the American author- 
ities, acting on the counsel of their adviser on 
political affairs Robert Murphy, nominated 
two German civilian officials for the American- 
occupied parts of conquered Germany — the 
Rhineland which may soon come under French 
administration, and Bavaria which will re- 
main under American: jurisdiction for quite 
some time. 

The German official now in charge of the 
Rhineland is a Roman Catholic politician, Dr. 
Hans Fuchs, prominent member of the former 
Center Party. After he was appointed he made 
a statement in which he underlined his interest 
in the reawakening of the Christian spirit 
among the German youth. But instead of elab- 
ofating on this important point, he launched 
an attack against the Versailles Treaty which, 
as he put it in his American authorized state- 
ment, was responsible for Germany’s inability 
to “recuperate.” He said the Germans had to 
give away everything they owned or earned to 
pay the reparations. 

This is a nice piece of pan-German propa- 
ganda, wrapped in the clerical coat. Dr. Fuchs, 
the new Rhineland Fuehrer, is 4 very good 
friend of Monsignor Ludwig Kaas, former 
head of the Center Party and since 1933 per- 
sonal adviser to the Vatican on German affairs. 
Kaas has been a favorite of Pius XII ever since 
the present Pope, as Cardinal Pacelli, directed 
the political scene in Germany from 1919 to 
1930. Kaas is a faithful executor of the stra- 
tegic aims of Vatican policy: to build up the 

_western and south-western parts of Germany 
as a cordon sanitaire against Russia. 

Within the framework of this grand strategy 
the nomination of Dr. Fuchs is only one tacti- 
cal move. The same goes for the appointment 
by the American authorities of the Roman 
Catholic politician Friedrich Schaeffer as 
“Prime Minister” of occupied Bavaria. During 
the past fifteen years Schaeffer has been one of 
the most active and successful aides of the 
dynamic Cardinal Faulhaber of Munich. More 
than a year ago Cardinal Faulhaber was slated 
as the future leader of Roman Catholic Ger- 
many by Pius XII, who had repeatedly made 
known his choice to Myron C. Taylor, the 
American personal representative to the Vati- 
can. 

Faulhaber undoubtedly has a good anti-Nazi 
record. But his record as a pan-German and 
reactionary is-not less impressive. His sermons 
written during 1914-18 are one of the most 

abject collections of hateful chauvinistic pro- 
_ mouncements ever published in book form by 
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any member of the higher clergy. The birth of 
the Weimar Republic he greeted with the 
words: “The ninth November, 1918, was 
nothing but perjury and high treason.” For the 
time being Faulhaber keeps in the background 
and prefers to reorganize Bavaria according to 
the Vatican plan through his faithful servant 
Friedrich Schaeffer. 

Another friend of Cardinal Faulhaber and 

Pius XII, Monsignor Neuhaeusler, may soon 
play a prominent role in readjusting Bavaria 
along the lines of the Vatican’s long-range 
policy. Monsignor Neuhaeusler was thrown 
into a concentration camp by the Nazis. There, 
he was held as a possible hostage, to be ex- 
changed against prominent Nazis. He has in- 
timate connections with some members of the 
royal house of Wittelsbach, the former rulers 
of Bavaria, as well as with the house of Haps- 
burg. 
, At this moment, Neuhaeusler is being used 
as the chief pro-German propagandist broad- 
casting over the Vatican shortwave transmitter. 
In his German-language talks he tries to rally 
around the new Roman Catholic-directed Ger- 
many all the remnants of conservative and re- 
actionary: patties and groups which are deter- 
mined to prevent any development toward 
the left. 


Papal Adviser Father Leiper, S. J. 


Among those who advise Pius XII in pro- 
German and anti-Russian affairs are two other 
interesting figures. The first is the Pope’s so- 
called “scientific adviser,” Father Robert 
Leiper, a German Jesuit, whom many persons 
familiar with the dessous of Vatican City, call 
the “gray eminence,” because of his ovet- 
whelming influence in many not so scientific 
matters. Leiper, a Bavarian in his forties, is an 
advocate of partitioning Germany because he 
believes that this alone will prevent a unifica- 
tion of Central Europe under the banner of 
socialism or communism. 

Leiper is the sponsor of the peculiar Ger- 
man anti-Nazi group in Switzerland which 
shortly after the capitulation came out with — 
a program of dismembering Germany and of” 
bringing its western and southern parts under 
the rule of a mixed Roman Catholic and Social ~ 
Democratic combination. The guiding spirit 
of this group is the German Roman Catholic 
leader Joseph Wirth, 66 years old and one- 
time chancellor of the Weimar Republic in 
the early twenties. He has the reputation of 
being on the so-called “left wing” of German 
political Roman Catholicism, His mission, as ~ 
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conceived by Leiper, would be to gather as 


“many liberal elements as possible behind a 
combination which, ‘since it would include 
former leaders of the Social Democratic Party, 
would be very similar to the’ ideological com- 
position of the Polish government in London. 

At the same time Leiper is reported to have 

“succeeded in persuading Pius XII to instruct 
the Catholic clergy in the American and Brit- 
ish occupied parts of Germany not to associate 
in any way with anti-Nazi Protestant pastors. 

The same directive, of course, covered partici- 

pation in possible popular front movements 

which would include communist elements. In 
other words, the German Roman Catholic 
clergy is to bar-all other confessional or politi- 
cal groups, with the exception of the old So- 
cial Democrat leaders from playing a part in 
the gradual reconstruction of Germany. 

- Leiper, too, favors both a Bavarian mon- 
archy and the restitution of the Hapsburgs in 

Vienna. He regards himself as a kind of un- 

official ambassador to Prince Rupprecht of 

_ Bavaria in Rome, and he has seen to it that 

during the last three months Rupprecht had 

about half a dozen confidential talks with Pius 

XII. Although Rupprecht is also the favorite 

candidate of Faulhaber, the Cardinal recently 

told some of his friends at the Vatican that in 
his opinion the question of the Bavarian mon- 
atchy should not be raised publicly before 

1946, ie. after the future of Germany and 

Central Europe has become more or less clari- 

fied. For the moment, Otto of Hapsburg is 

also biding his time in Switzerland, under 
sttict orders from the Vatican; until he is 
given the green light to go ahead. 


Adviser Von Weizaecker 


Whereas the most influential Leiper party 
favors a Vatican-directed “liberalism,” tem- 
pered by a strictly Roman Catholic King, 
there exists another strong tendency which 
advocates the opposite policy toward Ger- 
many and Central Europe. This other group 
which also has the ear of Pius XII is headed 
by Baron Ernst von Weizsaecker, former Nazi 
ambassador to the Vatican, who is still an ac- 
credited diplomat at the court of St. Peter, 

About a week after the Reims capitulation 
certain American press agencies reported that 
the Pope granted an audience to Herr von 
Weizsaecker, but owing to the somewhat 
changed circumstances he was received only as 
an “ordinary individual,” without the honors 
usually bestowed on diplomats by the papal 
military guards. The next day in a German- 
language broadcast intended only for German 
and Austrian listeners, the Vatican denied 
categorically that Weizsaecker had failed to 
receive all the customary honors accorded to a 


32 °¢ THE PROTESTANT 


xt Shere cS he 5 bak — = | i i ‘om 
Pri tke oe) ee 


duly accredited ambassador. rt 
- This little incident reveals the extraordinary — 
influence Herr von Weizsaecker still exercises 
on the Vatican State, where he was sent in 
1943 by Ribbentrop who rightly regarded him 
as one of the smartest men in the Nazi diplo- 
matic corps. As a matter of fact, Weizsaecker 
was smart enough never to join the Nazi Party; 
he remained the conservative aristocrat who 
voluntarily lent his good services to Hitler as 
long as it suited his plans. At the beginning of 
1945, when the collapse of the Third Reich 
seemed imminent, Weizsaecker stated publicly 
that he had’ resigned from his post as Nazi 
ambassador: this convenient maneuver gave 
him the opportunity to maintain éven closer 


‘contact with the diplomatic representatives of 


the Allies at the Vatican, particularly with 
Harold H. Tittman, Jr., the American Charge 
d’ Affaires. 

Weizsaecker is the man who in the last 
months of the war very actively concerned 
himself with prominent hostages, taken by the 
Nazis. Weizsaecker’s job which demanded the 
utmost discretion was very dear to the heart 
of Pius XII. The full story of. the hostages 
business (which extended to the liberation 
of even some 1,200 Jews from the notorious 
Theresienstadt concentration camp) has not 
yet been told, because the whole matter is still 
much too hot even to look info. However, cer- 
tain details which have emerged appear to sus- 
tain the theory that behind the clever Nazi 
idea of sending Marshal Petain back to De 
Gaulle’s France was the hand of persons around 
the Vatican. Nor was it Petain alone (through 
his “ambassador” Berard at the Vatican still 
enjoying the full sympathy of the Pope) who 
had obviously been swapped. Paul Ghali, for- 
eign correspondent of the New York Post and 
the Chicago Daily News reported from Berne, 
Switzerland, on February 28, 1945: 

“A well-informed foreign diplomatic source 
here states that the Germans have agreed to 
release 250 hostages including King Leopold 
of the Belgians—provided an equal number 
of Nazi small fry are granted haven in neutral 
or non-belligerent countries. The final out- 
come of Pope Pius’ energetic appeals on be- 
half of hostages held in the Reich is not 
known, but the informant says that negotia- 
tions are being conducted. A few days ago, 
the Neuchatel newspaper, Feuille d’Avis, 
mentioned the name of a Roman Catholic, 
Jean Marie Musy, former President of Switz- 
erland, as being preoccupied with the fate of | 
hostages in Germany. He was said to be using 
his influence with Nazi leaders to help Vati- 
can diplomacy.” 

Contrary to the general expectation (and 
also to well-established Nazi tradition) prac- 
tically all the Gestapo’s more prominent pris- 
oners, from Pétain to Schuschnigg, Niemoeller_ 
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nd Thyssen, were not murdered in the final 
ays of the war by extermination squads but 
were freed unharmed. From the human point 
of view this is without doubt a most gratifying 
fact. From the political point of view, how- 
ever, it would be interesting to know what 
price the Vatican or others paid for saving 

them and for what purposes they were saved. 
The Vatican is not just a humanitarian insti- 
tution but above all the political héad of a 
sovereign state. Camille M. Cianfarra in his 
book “The Vatican and the War” writes: “Of 
all the world powers, the Church is the one 
which . . . has shown the greatest ability in 
the field of practical politics. Being a uni- 
versal organizer, it adapts its policy to the 
particular circumstances, and its methods vary 
in accordance with the given environment.” 

According to the theory revealed by this 

eminent Roman Catholic expert it appears 
understandable that among the prominent 
hostages about whose lives the Vatican has 
been so concerned were. not only Roman 
Catholics but Protestants, like Pastor Nie- 
moeller and Schacht, and even Free-masons 
like certain French leaders. The interest Pius 


| might have taken in Niemoeller, the head of 


the German Confessionist Church, has cer- 
tainly something to do with the influence of 


_ Weizsaecker who, in contrast to the concep- 


tion of Pius’ Jesuit adviser Leiper, advocates a 
“policy of collaboration with all conservative 
political, social and religious elements in 


order to maintain the national unity of Ger- 
“many as the best counterbalance against the 


bolshevization of Central Europe. Anyone can 


‘see that the theories of Leiper and Weizsaec- 


ker, both of which today determine Vatican 


| policy towards the German problem, are in 
| reality not far apart: their aims are completely 


identical, they only differ slightly in their re- 
spective tactics, Both are convinced that Vat- 
‘ican policy must to the utmost uphold and ac- 


| centuate the Roman Catholic influence in 
| Germany. - 


__ For that purpose, the restoration of some 
essential features of the Weimar Republic is 
indispensable: Pius XII who, as Cardinal 

Pacelli, had been one of the godfathers of the 


| Weimar Republic, is well aware that a coali- 
| tion with certain Social Democratic leaders, 
| whose principal aim is to fight any revolu- 
! 


_tonary trend among the workers and peasants, 
Bi be backed by both the American and 


British occupation authorities. At any rate, 
\there can be no further doubt that whatever 
direction the political and cultural develop- 
ment in Allied-supervised Germany might 
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e, the scene and the backstage will be domi- 
almost exclusively by Roman Catholic 
cians and their conservative and liberal 


And it is quite clear from the Pope's 
recent speeches and_activities that he is per- 
fectly willing to save the necks and positions 
of as many minor Nazi and pro-Nazi func- 
tionaries as possible, provided that they be- 


come the tools of Vatican policy. In Bavaria, 


for instance, practically all local Nazi officials 
in the agricultural districts are being main- 
tained in office—insofar as they are Roman 
Catholics. They are “controlled” by the parish 
and district clergy who guarantee their good 
behavior. And on May 21 the Vatican Radio 
took pains to tell the German people the 
following: 

“Monsignor Riberi, former orator of the 


Dublin nunciature, accompanied by a Ger- | 


man priest, has just made the rounds, as papal 
representative, of the German prisoner of war 
camps in central and southern Italy. He found 
that the prisoners are being treated well. 
Monsignor Riberi addressed the men every- 
where and told them of the Holy Father's 
concern for the prisoners, and all war victims 
without distinction. Then he distributed gifts 
in the Pope’s name.” 


Sanctuary for War Criminals 


The possibility that not only “war vic- 
tims” but quite a few war criminals might 
be among the German prisoners, is obviously 
not taken into account by the papal represen- 
tative. Whether, with the help of Weizsaecker, 
some prominent Nazi war criminals actually 
could take refuge in Vatican City in order to 
escape trial and punishment, is so far not 
known, although rumors in Rome have been 
persistent. However, it #s known beyond any 
doubt that many of the worst Italian Fascist 
criminals have taken advantage of Vatican ex- 
traterritoriality and that so far the Pope has 
refused to deliver them to the Italian govern- 
ment or to the Allies. Among the Fascists 
shielded by Pius XII are: Augusto Turati, for- 
mer secretary general of the Fascist party; Gui- 
seppe Bottai, Mussolini's minister of educa- 
tion and a member of the Grand Fascist Coun- 
cil; Luigi Federzoni, president of Mussolini’s 
Senate and Academy and also member of the 
Grand Council; Esmondo Rossoni, Mussolini’s 
minister of agriculture, and at least half a 
dozen other leading Fascist personalities. 

The Vatican’s attitude towards Italian Fas- 
cism remains necessarily one of the deepest 
gratitude. For it was the Lateran treaty con- 
cluded in 1929 between Mussolini and the 
predecessor of Piux XII which gave the Vati- 
can official and international recognition as a 
sovereign state. In other words, Mussolini 
made it possible that the Allies today can have 
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official observers, special envoys and even am- 
bassadors at St. Peter’s together with the rep- 
resentatives of Germany and Japan. The Lat- 
eran treaty concluded between Fascism and po- 
litical Clericalism made the Pope the legitimate 
head of a state to be treated as such by Nazis 
and democrats alike. 

Small wonder, therefore, that Pius XI as 
well as the present Pope seldom missed an 
opportunity to help Fascism by words and by 
deeds. The bloody conquest of Ethiopia, f.i., 
was hailed by Pius XI as the “prelude to the 
true peace of the world.” Since the Pope is the 
absolute head of the Church in Italy no public 
utterance of any member of the higher clergy 
could be made without his consent. Cardinal 
Schuster of Milan, the same who in April 
1945 implored the Partisans to come to terms 
with his beloved protegé Mussolini, proclaimed 


exactly ten years ago: “On the fields of Ethio- 


pia the Italian flag carries in triumph the cross 
of Christ, breaks the chains of the slaves and 
makes straight the way of missionaries of the 
Gospel.” 

Today, in accordance with Pius’ XII orders, 
Schuster is doing his utmost to organize the 
vast relief work for the hungry masses all over 
Italy. The relief work which at the height of 
the Tito-Churchill crisis was already cleverly 
extended to Trieste will be spread across the 
whole of Europe, especially to Germany and 
to all those parts which are in danger of be- 
coming Red, ie, what certain military and 
civilian European experts regard as “Red”. 

The Vatican relief work should be watched 
most carefully by all truly democratic ele- 
ments in the world. For here the center of 
authoritarian power is using (and at the same 
time is being used by a special brand of 
Allied diplomats and cartelists) all its age-old 
devices to gain influence through charity. It 
goes without saying that charity work per se 
is one of the noblest and most legitimate tasks 
of the Church or any other religious institut- 
tion, and the Pope’s interest in the plight of 
the suffering people all over Europe is beyond 
criticism—as long as it is carried on without 
political after-thought. Unfortunately, too many 
signs indicate that the present relief activities 
of the Vatican are mainly a move to get under 
control “those mobs of dispossessed, disap- 
pointed, hopeless men who are going to swell 
the ranks of revolution and disorder,” as Pius 
XII put it in his speech on June 2 of this 
year. 

How the relief organization of the Vatican 
has been set up and how it works has been 
partly revealed by Clare Boothe Luce who was 
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in Italy for quite a while and who upon her 
return to the United States in a letter to the 
New York Times (May 29, 1945) was care- 
less enough to say a few things which should 
have remained unsaid for the time being. Miss 
Luce stated proudly that the power behind the 
Vatican’s mighty charity offensive was and 
still is Myron C. Taylor who in autumn 1944 
was able to organize the so-called “National 
Committee for Distribution of Relief” whose 
board of administrators is headed by three rep- 
resentatives of the Vatican. Indirectly linked 
to this Committee which disposes of vast quan- 
tities of goods and obviously unlimited funds 
are the agencies of the National Catholic Wel- 
fare Conference. The agencies have been set 
up by the Rev. Dr. John P. Boland of New 
York in Italy, England, Belgium, the Nether- 
lands, and Luxembourg. In an interview 
Father Boland gave in London in February 
1945 he explained how the whole pattern is 
going to work: everywhete the clerical welfare 
action will be built around community com- 
mittees made up of the mayor, a doctor and 
a priest. 


Mixing Politics With Relief 


In Italy, the relief organization is being, 
used to strengthen the power of Prince Um- 
berto who in September 1944 by “a legislative 
decree of the Lieutenant General of the Realm 
established the National Committee,” as Miss 
Luce reports candidly. As regards Germany, it 
certainly pleases the leaders of the Vatican 
welfare action than in the American zone of oc- 
cupation almost all of the newly elected mayors 
are Roman Catholics. When the time comes 
to extend charity to Germany it will be there- 
fore not difficult to form those three-men com- 
mittees of which Rev. Boland spoke so 
emphatically. There is, however, considerable 
reason to doubt that these committees will 
restrict their activities to relief work proper. 
As it has already happened in Italy and Trieste, 
canned foods might be wrapped into neat 
pee slogatis not entirely devoid of black- 
mail. : 

All these activities and preparations for 
things to come try to conceal one principal aim 
of Piux XII; to become not only an official 
party of the coming Peace Conference but in 
fact to be elected its “impartial” president or 
chairman in order to conclude what he likes 
to call a “Christian Peace.” The pope has re- 
peatedly been sounding out Myron C. Taylor 
and other American and British envoys on the 
chances of being invited to the peace table. 
This question is one of the most ticklish prob- 
lems for the Allies—therefore, nobody dares 
talk openly about it. But those who are familiar 
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ith the pope’s speeches and who know of the 
undercover influences which Vatican diplo- 
macy is exercising in official and semi-official 
circles of liberated Western Europe, to say 
nothing of Spain, Portugal or Eire, can easily 
see that the pope is throwing the whole weight 
of his personality and energy on the side of 
a pressure campaign to let him participate in 
the Peace Conference and even to shape its de- 
cisions. This campaign if stepped up would 
lead to actions which might be regarded by 


AUSTRIA IN THE BALANCE 
By ALFRED WERNER 


HEN, BY MID-APRIL, the Red Army un- 
der Marshal Tolbukhin had liberated 
large sections of Eastern Austria, the political 
and economic outlook of the country was so 
desperate that it could be saved only by fast 
and energetic action. A smoothly working ad- 
ministration of native Austrians was required 
to tackle the most urgent tasks: 1) the elimi- 
nation of Nazism and the expulsion of the 
more than two million Germans who, since 
March 1938, had settled on Austrian soil, 2) 
the prevention of reactionary individuals or 
groups inside and outside Austria from im- 
posing themselves on the Austrian nation, 3) 
‘the easing of the catastrophic food situation. 

It is difficult to say which of these tasks is 
the hardest. At any rate, the second seems to 
require the greatest alertness. 


Reaction Had Plans for Austria 


For all anti-Russian forces, especially the 
Vatican, Austria could be the ideal bulwark 
| against the East. Any imperialist-capitalist- 
clerical coalition is bound to see Austria as 
the obvious pivot of a cordon sanitaire 
| against the bolshevist bogey. Should this cor- 
‘don sanitaire plan fail, Austria would still be 
useful as part of a Roman Catholic anti-bol- 
shevist set-up, comprising in addition to the 
seven million Austtian Catholics, the twenty 
million Catholics in Western and Southern 
Germany. 

_ The most*notable of the various attempts 
made in this country to restore — with the 
Vatican’s blessings — the Hapsburg monarchy 
‘in Austria is that by Hans Rott, a leader of the 
Christian Socialist Trade Unions which were 
often employed by industrialists as a means 
of combatting the Marxist Free Trade Unions. 
Rott, who was Minister of Social Welfare in 
| Schuschnige’s last cabinet (February, 1938), 
has been active in several camouflaged pro- 
monarchist organizations in the United States, 


many nations and millions of people as unjusti- - 
fied provocations. Does Pius see this? Or is he 

with the holy zeal and the unholy cunning of 

the medieval popes embarking on a new cru- 

sade this time against all friends of freedom _ 
and progress? 

If political Catholicism succeeds in impos- 
ing on Germany a peace of forgiveness to- 
wards the real culprits and the restoration of 
the bankrupt elite of the Weimar period, then 
the crusade is already half won without a shot. 


and in the fall of 1944 announced the resus- 
citation of the erstwhile Christian Socialist 
Party, his program being mindful of the un- 
happy Dollfuss-Schuschnigg era, despite the 
lip-service it paid to the democratic idea. 
Karl Renner’s move in establishing a pro- 
visional Austrian government forestalled what- 
ever plans of usurping power in Austria the 
Rott group and similar auxiliaries of the Haps- 
burgs may have had. It must have baffled in 
some measure Bishop Hudal and Baron von 
Berger-Waldeneck too, who, without any au- 
thorization, had established an “Austrian of- 
fice” in Rome, even claiming to represent the 
Austrian people (Bishop Hudal was known 
for his pro-Nazi leanings, and the Herr Baron 
was an ardent admirer of Mussolini). 
Intrepid Otto of Hapsburg, however, did 
not abandon his dreams. In mid-May he de- 
clared to friends at Lisbon, where he had been 
biding his time since the end of last autumn, 
that he held “high hopes” of returning to 
Vienna, Simultaneously, while Otto is pursu- 
ing his game of intrigues in the Old World, 
his brother and .agent, Felix, stays in San 
Francisco in touch with Spanish Falangists 
there and lobbying among the delegates. 
None of these groups or individuals would 
be welcome in the Austria of 1945, to judge 
by the reports from that country reaching us 
in the past few years. This is also true of Dr. 
Kurt Schuschnigg who was recently liberated — 
by the Allies. While Schuschnigg’s personal in- 
tegrity was never questioned, this disciple of | 
the Jesuits was never popular with the masses. 
When he recognized the terrible blunders com- 
mitted by his predecessor and tried to recon- 
cile himself with the leftist workers, it was 
too late—Hitler was already in Vienna, so to 
speak. 
Strangely enough, Schuschnigg’s liberators 
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permitted him to fly from Capri to Rome, on 
’ May 31, for an audience with Pope Pius. 
Schuschnigg’s secretary, Baron Froehlichsthal, 
endeavored to dispel any suspicious ideas some 
alert observers might have by explaining that 
the visit was “entirely private” and would give 
Dr. Schuschnigg “a chance to see some old 
friends among the clergy.” Naturally, should 
auld acquaintance be forgot... ? 


Anti-Nazi Popular Front 


In the seven bleak years between Schu- 
schnige’s resignation and the crossing of Aus- 
tria’s eastern border by Tolbukhin’s men the 
Austrians learned that they had no chance of 
liberating themselves without the formation 
of a Popular Front including all elements op- 
posed to any kind of fascism, whether native 
or foreign. It was no easy lesson to learn. * 


In 1942 representatives of the various un- 
derground parties met clandestinely and suc- 
ceeded in finding a common basis for action. 
Widespread sabotage in factories working for 
the Nazi armies, and desertion of Austrian 
soldiers to Tito’s partisans, were the main fea- 
tures of the underground battle against the in- 
vaders. One of the main leaders of the re- 
sistance was the Communist Franz Honner, a 
miner who formerly was one of the aldermen 
of the mining city in Gruenbach, Lower Aus- 
tia, and who became Secretary of the Interior 
in the Renner government. 

Honner spent some time in Russia before 
he returned to Austria to help organize the 
anti-Nazi underground. The two others of the 
three Communist members of the Renner 
cabinet returned from their Moscow exile to 
Vienna with the Red Army. The Popular 
Front in Austria now comprises the four anti- 
Nazi parties: Communists, Social Demo- 
crats, Christian Socialists, and Farmers’ Party 
(Landbund) who are all represented in the 
new government. 

The provisional government now comprises 
five Social Democrats (including the Chan- 
cellor, Dr. Renner), three Communists (one 
of whom, Ernst Fischer, originally was a So- 
cial Democrat), four Christian Socialists (the 
Roman Catholic Party — they call themselves 
“Christlichsoziale Partei,” which means “Chris- 
tian Social Party” rather than “Christian So- 
cialists”)) and members of the Farmers’ Party 
(it is not clear which of the four non-Marxists 
represent the Farmers’ Party). In addition, 
there are two ministers who are experts not 
affiliated with any party. Each minister—or 
“secretary of state,” to use’ the correct title—is 
assisted by three undersecretaries, who repre- 
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sent the parties which did not 
-retariat. For instance, the Secretary of Com- 
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merce, a Christian Socialist, is being aided by 
three undersecretaries, representing the Com: 
munists, Social Democrats, and Farmers, This 
system seems to guarantee a smooth working 
of the government on the basis of a truly dem: 
octatic representation of the nonfascist forces 
in Austria. | 
The age-of the cabinet members—one is 
75, most of the others are in their fifties of 
sixties—in itself seems to be indicative of the 
conservative, or more precisely, conciliatory 
character of the group. Dr. Renner, a septua- 
genarian Socialist who was Austria's chancellor 
from 1918 to 1920, is known as a Beschwich- 
tigungshofrat, i.e., a mild-mannered, generally 
respected person able to obtain compromises 
between different groups. In opposition to 
Otto Bauer, the brilliant leader of the radical 
wing, Renner represented the right-wing op- 
position. Originally an advocate of Austria's 
Anschluss, he is likely to have. changed his 
views in this respect, as he must also have 
discarded his strongly anti-Communist stand. 


We hope that Leopold Kunschak, now one 
of the ministers without portfolio, underwent 
a change of heart in the past seven years, too, 
for the Kunschak we remember was hardly 
acceptable from a liberal viewpoint. Born in 
1870, he was one of the disciples of Dr. Karl 
Lueger, founder of the Roman Catholic. Chris- 
tian Socialist Party, and, like his master, an 
ardent anti-Semite of the Austrian type who 
exempted baptized Jews (and occasionally even 
very wealthy Jews who had not renounced 
Judaism, if they would contribute to the 
Party’s war fund) and who advocated the 
“cold pogrom” (especially commercial boy- 
cott) rather than physical violence. While it is 
true that Kunschak, like a few other Christian 
Socialist labor leaders, was opposed to the 
Dollfuss-Schuschnigg dictatorship, one won: 
ders why the old tribune had to be salvaged. 

It is possible that Kunschak’s inclusion was 
a move towards winning the sympathies of 
part of the Austrian clergy, especially the lower 
clergy, with whom he was rather popular. This 
move may have seemed necessary because < 
Communist, Ernst Fischer, had been made 
Minister of Public Instruction which, of course 
also included Religious Instruction. 


Not Perfect But Best Possible 


Whatever fault may be found in the com- 
position of the Renner Cabinet, the absence 
of Nazis or pro-Nazis, Dollfussites, Heimweht 
men (members of Prince Starhemberg’s wildly 
anti-Marxist and anti-Semitic “Home Guards”) 


_ and Monarchists should make it acceptable to 

every genuine democrat. Obviously Tass did 

- not exaggerate when it declared that the Cabi- 

net represented “the will of the majority of 
the Austrian people.” Julius Deutsch, a former 
secretary of war and Austrian Social Demo- 
cratic leader, recently declared: “It would be 

best if all Austrians, both in Austria and 
abroad, would fully support the Provisional 
Government.” Even Schuschnigg, asked how 
he felt about the new régime, spoke in a flat- 
tering way about Renner. The London Tribune 
reported: “The two Austrian organizations rec- 
ognized by the Trades Union Congress and 
the Labour Party Executive, ‘the Delegation 
Abroad of the Austrian Trade Unionists,’ and 
the ‘London Bureau of the Austrian Socialists,’ 
have issued a declaration in which they pledge 
their loyalty to the Provisional Government 
and recommend its early recognition by all the 
major Allies.” 

The reaction of the Western Powers to the 
character and activities of the Renner govern- 
ment was one of unfriendliness, though not of 
outright hostility. To what extent the states- 
men and journalists who, on the one hand, 
approved of the Cabinet, on the other hand 
deplored the method of presenting them with 
a fait accompli, were hypocritical, cannot be 
learned. 

Perhaps the London correspondent of The 
Christian Science Monitor expressed the views 
of the more sober, realistic elements in the 
European capitals when he declared that by 
setting up the Austrian régime in Vienna with- 
out consulting Britain, or the United States, 
Russia had “done the right thing in the wrong 
way,” but that, nevertheless, it appeared “prob- 
able that though the British, like the United 
States government, has so far refused recogni- 
tion, this is likely to be delayed rather than 
withheld.” 

' Disregarding the cool reception, the Renner 
government set out to cleanse whatever sec- 
tions of Austria were under its rule, i.e., Bur- 
genland, parts of Upper Styria, Lower Austria, 
and Vienna. Among its decrees was a very 
severe anti-Nazi law. It provided death and 
property confiscation for all Austrians still ad- 

_ hering to the outlawed Nazi Party, in addition, 
it ordered all persons who had belonged to the 
Nazi Party any time between July 1, 1933, and 
April 27, 1945, to register. Those who be- 
longed to the Nazi Party any time between 
July 1, 1933 (when the Nazi Party was out- 
lawed by the Dollfuss régime) and March 30, 
1938 (two weeks after the Anschluss) were to 
be “charged with treason and punished by im- 

_ prisonment from ten to fifty years.” In addi- 

tion, persons who had given “substantial finan- 
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cial aid to the Nazi Party” are to be held 
responsible. f 
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Trouble in Carinthia 


The snubbing on the part of the American — 
State Department and the British Foreign Of- 
fice was a minor trouble compared with the 


developments in the regions not occupied by = 


the Russians. Marshal Tito’s troops—which in- 
clude several battalions of Austrian deserters 
from the German Army—occupied parts of 
Carinthia, the southernmost of Austria's Fed- 
eral States, which includes a strong Slovene 
minority. The Yugoslav move was resented 
both by the English—as the British 8th Army 
expected to occupy all of Carinthia—and some 
of the Carinthians themselves who feared that 
the Yugoslavs might stay for good. A Carin- 
thian provisional government, formed by a 
native Social Democrat, and allegedly having 
members of all parties including Communists, 
broadcast messages which said its foremost 
task was “to maintain a free and unpartitioned 
Carinthia.” The Viennese government there- 
upon attacked the Carinthian set-up as a “sheer 
fake,” initiated by Nazi criminals, and its 
radio charged the Carinthians had “called on 


the Nazi German authorities to remain in of- © 


fice and to fight against Marshal Tito’s parti- 
sans.” 

To understand the situation in Carinthia one 
must remember that in 1918-20 all parties, 
from the extreme right to the extreme left, 
had united to ward off the Yugoslavs. It is 
quite possible that the Nazi underground, tak- 
ing advantage of the population’s irredentist 
feelings, abused Carinthian nationalism for its 
own Sinister purposes. On the other hand, Tito 
replied to the British protests that the sacri- 
fices of the Yugoslav army entitled it to oc- 
cupy conquered territory. By the end of May, 
a solution of the problem seemed near, when 
Tito suggested a compromise: while the Yugo- | 
slav troops should be permitted to remain in ~ 
Carinthia, they would be placed under the 
command of Field Marshal Sir Harold R. L. G. 
Alexander, the Allies’ Supreme Commander in 
the Mediterranean theater. ‘ 

However, the Field Marshal, after consulta- 
tion with the British and U. S. Governments, 
informed Tito that he had been ordered to oc- 
cupy and administer Carinthia, that his troops © 
had occupied the country’s two main Cities, 
Klagenfurt and Villach, where the AMG had ~ 
been established, and requested the Yugoslav 
leader not only to forbid his troops to move 
across the Austrian frontier but also to with- 
draw those already across. Eventually Tito 
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agreed but it is evident that Carinthia, like 
the port city of Trieste, will continue to be a 
dangerous point of tension in the attempted 
reconstruction of Europe. 


Clericalism in Western Austria 


Equally dangerous are the developments in 
largely British-occupied Western Austria, the 
traditional home of clerical reaction, birth- 
place of Starhemberg’s brand of Austrian 
fascism. 

“A wide split has developed between Cath- 
olic and Leftist elements in upper Austria,” 
Paul Ghali reported from Berne, Switzerland, 
on May 16, “with the latter demanding that 
priests who have favored Nazism since 1938 
be removed from their positions, according to 
information reaching Allied diplomatic circles 
here. 

“The controversy centers on Cardinal In- 
nitzer, Germanophile Archbishop of Vienna 
and Primate of Austria. 

“At Innsbruck and in several towns of Styria 
province, the fervently Catholic population has 
sided with the priests and held anti-Communist 
demonstrations. The priests have publicly at- 
tacked Russian occupation forces, whom they 
accuse of bringing in ‘Communist agitators,’ 

“Nazi Party remnants in Austria naturally 

are pouring oil on the fires of the conflict. 

“Diplomatic quarters here wonder whether 

_ the reported arrest in Vienna of several hun- 


A NEW ROLE FOR FINLAND 
By JOHN ROMAN 


Ca Is HEARD of Finland these days. Ex- 
posed by her stubborn alliance with the 
Nazis, she nullified her usefulness to the 
wreckers of international good-will. Besides, 
She has turned a new leaf in current history 
and is beginning to see the light of collabora- 
tion with the Soviet Union. Now Poland-of- 
London has replaced the Finland-of-Manner- 
heim as the shining star of those who, like the 
Nazis, want to wage war on the Soviet Union. 

A review of the “Case of Finland” may help 
us avoid the pitfall of Poland. At any rate, 
with the recent significant elections in Fin- 
land, the time has arrived to draw up a new 
balance sheet. 


War Crimes of Finnish Fascists 


The attitude shown by the Soviet Union 
in postwar Finland is quite revealing not only 
because of the past machinations of Finnish 
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dred followers of former Chancellor — 
schnigg is connected with the dispute.” 

This message contains the first mention of 
Cardinal Innitzer, who for several years has 
been hidden under a cloud of silence. The 
American public may remember him as Schu-~ 
schnigg’s chief adviser who, however, on March 
12, 1938, ordered the pealing of all church 
bells to greet the invader Hitler. This wel- 
comer of the Nazis was instrumental in the 
issuance of a proclamation, signed by him 
and all other Austrian archbishops and bishops, 
which asked the Austrian people to support 
the Greater Germany and its Fuehrer, “whose 
struggle against communism and for the power, 
honor, and unity of Germany corresponds te 
the Divine Providence.” eh 

Only naive people will believe these reac- 
tionary revolts to be spontaneous. They were 
probably fomented by the hierarchy, perhaps 
even by the Cardinal himself in order to hany 


_ per the coalition Renner régime, to sow the 


seeds of unrest, suspicion and hatred in the 
population, and to split the Allies. 

In view of such events, the development to 
be hoped for as a next step is the extension 
of the Renner Government’s authority over the 
whole country. This would assure a much 
needed housecleaning in which the fascist ele- 
ments within Austria would be swept out and 
the floor cleared for democracy. 


reactionary ruling circles before the war, but 
also because of the conduct of Finnish troops 
during their occupation of Soviet territory. 

A statement issued by the Soviet govern- 
ment On the Crimes Committed by the Fin- 
nish-Fascist Invaders on the Territory of the 
Karelo-Finnish Soviet Socialist Republic pre- 
sents a list of damages caused to Soviet citizens, 
collective farms, public organizations, state en- 
terprises and institutions. The Soviet Union 
charged in this document that confident of 
German victory, the “Government and Su- 
preme Military Command of Finland, carrying 
into effect their imperialistic plans, sought to 
enslave Soviet people, to destroy the people’s 
culture and convert the Karelo-Finnish Soviet 
Socialist Republic into a colony.” 

The Soviet government -documented these 
accusations with Finnish army directives 
which had fallen into Russian hands, During 
the Finnish occupation, the capital of the 
Karelo-Finnish Soviet Republic was subjected 
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Piolvsdes and Csations institutions such 
as the Petrozavodsk University were burned 


down, and industry was totally destroyed. Tre- 


mendous damage was caused to the structures 
of the Stalin White Sea-Baltic Canal. Imme- 
diately after the invasion, the Finnish com- 
mand proclaimed the Soviet people prisoners 
of war and confined women, children, and 
the aged to special concentration camps. The 
guards of the camp, headed by Colonel Rolf 
Schield, subjected them to starvation and phys- 
ical torture. Child prisoners were forced to 
work. Wounded Red Army men were killed. 
Over seven thousand Soviet citizens were ex- 
terminated in Petrozavodsk alone. 

These Soviet charges appear to be fully sub- 
stantiated by Finnish witnesses. Thus it is 
quite obvious that the Soviet government 
could justifiably have imposed much stiffer 
terms upon Finland. But the Russians did not 
wish to play the role of Conquistadores in 
Finland. True to their policy of “non-interfer- 
ence”, the Soviet attitude was also prompted 
by the desire to overcome the effects of twen- 
ty-five years of anti-Russian propaganda and 
win over the Finnish people to the path of 
Russo-Finnish collaboration. 

The New York Times, never noted for too 
much friendliness to Russia, summed up Rus- 
sia’s practice in the following significant edi- 
torial: 

“Finland, the only European nation to elect 
a new head of state in the midst of war, has 
now become the first European nation involved 
in the war to elect a new Parliament. It has 
done so in the first free parliamentary election 
held anywhere in war-scorched Europe since 
Hitler started out to control the world . . 
Finland went to the polls while under Russian 
military control and partial occupation . . . it 


_ is reassuring that both the Finnish Prime Min- 


ister and the Finnish Minister of Justice are 


_ able to testify that the election was conducted 


in full freedom and in the absence of outside 
pressure, and that its results express the will 
of the people.” 


The Election Results 


In the elections, held in March of this year, 
close to a million and a half of the total popu- 
lation of 3,800,000 participated. The Finnish 


_ radio gave the breakdown of the votes as 


- follows: 


- Social Democrats (Leaders anti-Russian)...368,201 
. Democratic League of Finnish People 


Swedish Peoples’ Party (Right Wing 
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Coalition and Progressive Party ..«. 
Coalition Progressive and Agrarian .... 
Small Holders and Democratic Party 
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During the election, the reactionary camp 
once again resorted to its most effective and 
most demagogic slogan: the reactionaries were | 
parading as the defenders of the “independence 
of Finland”. Thus, they used the very slogan 
with which they had fought the war on the 
Nazi side. 

Their quarter of a century long propaganda 
against Russia had not left the population un- 
affected. The right wing Social Democrats, the 
Swedish, Progressive and Agrarian parties were 
close to the general outlook of the arch-reac- 
tionary Coalition Party, with which they had 
joined in a governmental bloc during the war. 
As the British commentator, A. Werth, ob- 
served while visiting Helsinki, “These people 
have not yet accepted the idea that cooperation 
with Russia is the only course... they still go 
on playing with the idea that there may some 
time be a conflict between Russia, Britain, and 
America, and that Finland can then cash in.” 

The outcome of the elections, however, was 
not quite up to their expectations. For the 

“Finnish unity” in the war against Russia was 
an illusion manufactured by the Finnish gov- 
ernment—and the world press. The opponents 
of the German-Finnish coalition had been 
jailed and their freedom of expression sup- 
pressed. For a long time not a single publica- 
tion or public speaker was permitted to criti- 
cize the German-Finnish comradeship. But the 
election struggles revealed at the first oppor- 
tunity the existence of opposition forces of 
surprising strength and vitality. 


Democratic League Is New Trend 


In evaluating the election results it is to be 
remembered that very little time had elapsed 
between the armistice and the first free elec- 
tions. The Democratic League of Finnish Peo- 
ple had at its disposal only the most limited 
means of electioneering. In many localities, the 
Schutzkorps and other fascist elements still 
managed to resort to intimidation. The old 
parties had big funds at hand and controlled — 
most of the newspapers, while the Democratic 
League was handicapped by lack of funds and 
had access to only a few publications. Still, as 
the breakdown of the election results show, the 
Democratic League emerged on equal footing 
with the Social Democratic Party and rolled 
up almost three times as many votes as the 
arch-reactionary and potent Coalition Party. 

The Democratic League represented a work- 
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ing unity of most of the leaders of the Social 


Democratic opposition, the Communists, cer- 
tain local organizations and professional 
" gtoups. It was led by the “Group of Six” — 
those six members of the Diet who had been 
imprisoned during the war. Its election plat- 
form attacked without reservation the erst- 
while Finnish foreign policy, and advocated 
friendship and collaboration with the Soviet 
Union. The Democratic League put forth a 
program for the democratization of the State 
administration and legislature; demanded the 
purge of fascist elements in government offices, 
in public and political life; championed the 
economic interests of the working classes by 
proposing a number of measures for improv- 
ing the conditions of industrial workers, peas- 
ants and salaried employees; pressed for the 
allotment of land to settlers, demobilized sol- 
diers and poor peasants at the expense of large 
private estates and through adequate state 
subsidies. 

The mass support given to the Democratic 
League of Finnish People is indicative of the 
new trend. While the old parties and the con- 
servatives still control the majority of the 
Finnish vote, it would be superficial oversim- 
plification to assume that these parties have 
escaped the impact of recent developments. A 
general ferment is to be noted inside Finland. 
The element of crisis is rocking the old-line 
parties and many leaders, although vacillating, 
are conscious of the need to reorientate Fin- 
nish politics. 

The Russian press reacted strotigly to the 
pre-election struggles. It showed no love for 
Tanner, leader of the Social Democratic right- 
wing, nor for Baron von Mannerheim. Both 
of them were well known for their share in 
preserving anti-Russian sentiments in Fin- 
land. The Russian press did not hesitate to 
speak out strongly against “political bandits” 
who had thrown so many obstacles in the way 
of Finnish-Russian understanding. However, 
not only was there no interference in the elec- 
tions, but as the New York Times put it: 
“The freedom which Russia helped preserve 
in Finland carries its own reward. For Prime 
Minister Paasikivi declared on his own free 
will after the election that Finland will never 
fun counter to Russia’s interest, and while it 
will seek to maintain collaboration with other 
Nordic countries as well, it is bound to orient 
its policy in Russia’s direction. Therewith the 
basis has been laid for one of those friendly 
governments on which Russia insists among 
its neighbors. The extension of like freedom 
in other countries promises a like return.” 
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gether with hundreds of fascist groups. But the” 
Finnish reactionaries showed far too much re- ~ 
luctance in the dissolution of the Comrades-— 
in-Arms League, a large pro-German organi-— 
zation. The purging of the pro-fascist elements 

in high and low places is proceeding at a slower » 
pace than is desirable. Much is yet to be 

changed. Nevertheless, a definite trend toward 
democratization has begun and Finland at the 
cross-roads has chosen to move in the direc- 

tion of friendly collaboration with her Rus- 

sian neighbor. Russia in turn took no revenge 

on individual leaders or political parties that 

have shown such enmity. Finland and Russia 

are on the road to mutual understanding. 


Unlike Poland 


At first glance, there is something puzzling 
about Soviet leniency in Finland. For in an- 
other neighboring country—Poland—the Rus- 
sians refused to be conciliatory in their deal- 
ings with the Polish counterparts of Manner- 
heim the aristocrat, Svinhufvud the capitalist, 
and the anti-Soviet Tanner. ° 

The situations in Poland and Finland are 
not analogous. The Nazis had completely de- 
stroyed the old state machinery in Poland. The- 
upsurge of the Polish people, the emergence 
of a coalition underground movement of Pol- 
ish political parties in opposition to the “Old | 
State”, the advanced stage of democratization 
and the rise of new authority within the coun- 
try had reduced the Polish Government-in- 
Exile to a thoroughly unrepresentative body— 
a government on paper. Thus, from the Rus- 
sian point of view, acquiescence to the de- 
mands of the London Poles would be tanta-. 
mount to propping-up a “government” that — 
has been by-passed by developments inside 
Poland. On the other hand, the government of 
Finland was not a government on paper. The 
old Finnish state machinery remained intact 
during the war, and, as the elections have 
proved, the leadership which personified this 
state machinery still possesses considerable 
mass following. 

As these lines are written, a new wave of 
“get tough” with Russia permeates great sec- 
tions of the American press and public opin- 
ion. Behind it are the same people who cried 
“Poor little Finland.” Poor little Finland is 
now replaced by “poor helpless Poland”, and 
“poor little” other nations. For this reason, 
the full story of Finland cannot be dated. It 
is one of the greatest object lessons of our 
time. Indeed, the “Finnish Story” is a foot- 
note not only to the past, but a guide to the 
future of oft-confusing American-Russian re- 
lations. ; oe 


TT Is COMMON KNOWLEDGE that military vic- 
] tory over Germany is not complete victory 
unless followed by the elimination not only of 
the Nazi ideology but also of the “Prussian 
spirit” which has characterized Germany for 
the past two hundred years. Among other 
things, this requires. the establishment and 
supervision of a system of education in Ger- 
many which will. inculcate the principles of 
democracy and respect for the rights of other 
nations and races. It is in line with this that 
the AMG has ordered the temporary closing 
of all schools, universities, newspapers, movies 


opened when a program has beeen worked out 
in detail and when a staff enjoying the con- 
fiderice of the AMG has been organized. 

But there is one notable exception. 

The only institution in Germany which has 
not been affected by the intervention of the 
| AMG is the German Church. The Protestant 
and Roman Catholic clergy may continue 


tional and charitable work without any re- 
} striction or censorship. 

Considering the power and influence the 
churches exercise in Germany — they were 
only partly curbed under the Nazis — this 
| policy of the AMG is one of far reaching con- 
Sequences. Above all it means that a section 
of the German state authority has been freed 
from Allied control, for in spite of their for-. 
mal separation from the state the German 
churches are traditionally considered as such 
‘| by the German people. 

| No doubt the action of the AMG is based 
‘upon the belief that the churches will support 
strongly the educational task it has undertaken. 
Were not the churches persecuted by the Nazi 
tegime? Did not Protestant and Roman Cath- 
olic clergymen raise their voices against Hitler 
and his gang? Are not men like Cardinal Faul- 
haber, Bishop von Galen and Pastor Martin 
Niemoeller shining examples of opposition to 
Nazism? 


Neither Democratic Nor Peaceful 


The fact is, however, that it is a fatal mis- 
take to identify the German churches with 
democracy and peace. 

The German churches have always been 
the strongest pillars of the reactionary and 
|chauvinist forces. The vaterlaendische Geist 
Fatherland Spirit), which is only another 
case for “Prussian Spirit”, was no less at 
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and broadcasting stations. They will. be re-, 


conducting church services and their educa-, 


e in the churches than in the schools and — 


\ 
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universities. Indeed the German Protestant 
Church accepted with no little pride the theory 
of such eminent Prussian historians as Ranke, 
Treitschke and Spengler that the Prussian” 
spirit had its foundation and justification in 
North German Protestantism. In all the con- 
versations I had with clergymen — Roman 
Catholic and Protestant—in the years before 
Hitler came to power I encountered the unani- 
mous opinion that Germanism is the natural 
soil for Christianity, that all Christian virtues 
are also German and therefore that Christianity 
has reached its highest development in Ger- 
many. Hence it followed in their minds that | 
Germany must hold a special place in the 
thoughts of God and must be destined to ful- 
fill a world mission. It therefore became a 
divine law that Germany must pursue her 
onward march through the world. jus¢ as Ger- 
many is to bless the world in all other domains 
with the Deutschem Wesen (German 
Nature), they argued, so also she is’ called to 


-be God’s missionary amongst all the peoples 


of the earth who can only profit by adopting 
Christianity in its perfected German form. 
Because of this conviction, the phrase “Ger- 


man God” was in constant use long before / ~ 


Hitler. It also explains why the following verse 
by Ernst Moritz Arndt’ the nineteenth century 
poet, was among those most quoted by Ger- 
mans: 


“Deutsche Freiheit, Deutscher Gott, 
Deutscher Glaube ohne Spott 
Deutsches Herz und Deutscher Stahl 
sind vier Helden allzumal.” 

(German freedom, German God, 
German faith without profanity 
German heart and German steel 
Are four heroes ali at once.) 

With such an ideology it is no wonder that 
the churches were the most loyal buttresses of | 
the state in the German-Prussian Empire. To 
them the state with its tendency to world 
domination was only the instrument of the 
mission God had given the Germans. 

The beliefs which caused the churches to 
associate themselves with the Prussian junkers - 
and industrialists coincided well with their _ 
worldly interests. The Roman Catholic Church 
possessed a fortune of twenty billion dollars 
and the Protestant Church was amply con- 
soled for the lack of its own large fortune by 
generous state subsidies. 

In every war the Germans have waged, the. 
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Church threw all her financial resources and 
her moral authority into the support of the 
war effort. During World War I the pulpits 
resounded with admonitions to continue the 
war to the last. Almost every sermon was 
ended with “Gott strafe England” (God pun- 
ish England), and a prominent Protestant 
clergyman was the author of a much used 
- paraphrase of the Lord’s Prayer of which the 
last three petitions and the close were: 

“Though the warrior’s bread be scanty, do 
Thou work daily death and ten-fold woe unto 
the enemy. Forgive in merciful long-suffering 
each bullet and each blow which misses its 
mark, Lead us not into the temptation of let- 
ting our wrath be too tame in carrying out 
Thy divine judgment. Deliver us and our Ally 
from the infernal enemy and his servants on 
earth. Thine is the kingdom, the German 
Land; may we, by aid of Thy steel-clad hand, 
achieve the power and the glory.” 


Opposed the Republic 


When the war was lost and the Republic 
was established the German Church for the 
first time in her history went into opposition 
to the state. The justification for this hostility 
_ against the young democracy was, according to 
the clergy, a conflict of ideology. The Repub- 
lic, based on the principles of democratic 
government, was no longer the instrument of 
God’s mission to the Germans. It was a fruit 
of defeat, a national shame. 

Any suggestion that the attitude of the 
Church against the Republic might be influ- 
enced by worldly interests was indignantly 
denied by the clergy. Only once did I find a 
hint of it in a conversation I had with Pastor 
Martin Niemoeller when he discussed the sub- 
ject along the following lines: 

In the German Empire the German princes 
were sumnu episcopi of their respective Evan- 
gelical Churches. That meant that in spite of 
formal separation the churches were closely 
connected with the state. The crowned heads 
of the states who themselves derived their right 
from God were interested in the moral au- 
thority of the Church, which, on her part, did 
everything she could to justify and to confirm 
those claims by connecting the worldly power 
of the crowns with the mysticism of the Faith. 
So the Church and the State were connected 
by their mutual interest. All this was greatly 
changed under the Weimar constitution. The 
Republic did not depend on the Church to 
further its program. 

In these remarks at least a hint is given of 
the real background of “the ideological con- 
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meant to the Church a loss of prestige and a 
decrease of state subsidies. a 

From the pulpits emanated a vicious propa- 
ganda aimed at undermining the moral 
strength of democracy in Germany. Everything, 
was blamed on the government: the decline 
of church attendance, of church matriages and 
of baptisms and the increasing tendency of the 
people to relinquish their church membership. 
Statistics were published by church authorities. 
showing that “if these conditions continued 
the Church as an organization would be de- 
stroyed within thirty years.” 


Churches Welcomed Nazi Program 


Under these circumstances it is by no means 
surprising that. the German churches were 
greatly attracted by the program of the Nazi 


- Party. To say that the German clergy were not 


aware of the consequences which the establish- 
ment of the Nazi regime would have for Ger- 
many and the world, would be an insult to their 
intelligence. The naked truth is that there was 
nothing in the Nazi program which stood in 
contradiction to the historical record of the 
German Church. Their “solution” of the Jew- 
ish problem? A German God? Racial superi- 
ority? World conquest? The Nazi ideas on 
these subjects were not alien to the German 
Church, And so the German clergy could see 
no. reason why they should not support and 
follow a political movement which was out to 
destroy the hated democracy in Germany and 
to establish a system of government which 
would again derive its justification from the 
mysticism of the Faith. 

The support of the German Church was of 
inestimable value to the Nazis. In this connec- 
tion it must be remembered that Munich, the 
capital of Bavaria, was not chosen by accident 
as the Nazi Party’s headquarters. Bavaria i: 
the most formidable stronghold of Roman 
Catholicism in Germany. Its kings were Ro- 
man Catholic and under the Republic the 
Roman Cathalic Church exerted its influence 
through the Bavarian People’s Party, a branct 
of the German Roman Catholic Center Party 
to which the great majority of the member: 
of the Bavarian government belonged. Littl 
could happen in Bavaria without the consen 
of the Roman Catholic Church at the head o: 
which was Cardinal Faulhaber. And the fac 
is that the Bavarian government looked upot 
the Nazis with a friendly eye. It was a Bavariat 
court which sentenced Hitler to only f 
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fone for his putsch in 1923 and 
aroled him after a few months. When the 
}Reich’s government some time later decreed 
|Hitler’s deportation as an alien, the Bavarian 
jgovernment refused to execute the order. 
But the Protestant Church was no less use- 
ful for the gtowth of the Nazi Party in north- 
jern and eastern Germany. The Protestant clergy 
|did their best to convince their congregations 
|that Hitler was the man of Germany’s destiny. 
In this campaign, Pastor Martin Niemoeller 
| played an important part. 
| So powerful was the German clergy’s sup- 
|port of the Nazi Party that it is safe to say 
jthat the movement might not have succeeded 
}without it. When the day came and Hitler 
|assumed power, the clergy were jubilant. It 
|was a victory for the Church. 


| ae Not Democracy 


All this must be borne in mind in order 
‘|to understand the nature of the struggle be- 
'|cween the German Church and the Nazi re- 
‘| gime. The Church did not, as it has been 
‘| widely advertised, fight the general principles 
‘of the regime. It fought for its position of 
'} power. The struggle started when the Nazis 
‘| began to infringe upon the autonomy of the 
|Church, in accordance with the principle of 
‘| the totalitarian state which does not allow any 
‘| autonomy within its domain. The extent to 
‘| which this would arouse the clergy was un- 
ll foreseen by the Nazis, who pointed out that 
the prestige of the Church would not be less- 
ened when she became an agency of the gov- 
ernment. But in this matter the Church was 
firm. She was willing to cooperate with the 
Nazi state but only as an autonomous body. 
For autonomy gave her in certain respects a 
position outside the state in the conduct of 
her own policy. In this way she could obtain 
greater rewards for her cooperation than as 
‘}}@ government agency. And so the struggle 
started. If the Nazis had not touched her 
"|, autonomy, the German Church would have 
been the most loyal: supporter and propa- 
gandist of the Nazi regime. But even as mat- 
| ters were, the German Church considered this 
struggle a purely domestic affair in which no 
| foreign power or group had any business to 
Hl interfere. To hundreds of German clergymen 
| I have put the question: “If you knew that 
: : Nazism could only be destroyed through Ger- 
| PPany's defeat by foreign powers, would you 


prefer such defeat to Nazism?” The answer 
was always that nothing could justify a wish 
for Germany’s defeat. 

This is confirmed by the attitude of the 
clergymen who have been “liberated” from 
Nazi persecution, Bishop van Galen indicated 
clearly to American officers and newspapermen 
that he considered them Germany’s enemy. 
And Pastor Martin Niemoeller, the most fa- 
mous hero of the German Church struggle, de- 
clared in his first interview after an imprison- 
ment of eight years: “I have been treated 
correctly”, and called Nazism a false idealism, 
which is hardly a denunciation of a regime 
which has brought the greatest horror and 
degradation in the history of mankind. And, 
knowing how much publicity would be given 
to his statements, he hastened to use his first 
interview for an attempt to split the Allies by 
declaring that the Russians are like the Nazis. 
In a later interview, he declared that the 
Germans like to be governed and are not ready 
for democracy. 


Still Worship German God 


Reading his statements one can see that 
Pastor Martin Niemoeller is still the man who 
was an outstanding U-boat commander in the 
German Imperial Navy, who refused to obey 
when he was ordered by his superiors to bring 
some small naval craft to an English port in 
fulfillment of the armistice of 1918, who tfe- 
fused a commission in the German Navy 
after World War I because he did not want 
to serve the Republic, who as a student of 
theology joined the chauvinist Kapp putschists 
in 1920 and shot at workers who were loyal 
to the Republic, and who gave a prayer of 
thanksgiving in his church on the day Hitler 
came to power. . 

Pastor Martin Niemoeller has not changed, 
nor has the German Church. Yet today the 
clergy, Roman Catholic and Protestant, consti- 
tute the only group in Germany able to build 
a legend. They will use this opportunity to 
soften the hearts and win the support of 
American Christians. If they succeed, the Ger- 
man Church will become the rallying point of 
the “Fatherland spirit’. All those who have 
remained Nazis will become pious and gather 
around the pulpits until the time is ripe again 
for an outbreak of the will to aggression. If _ 
they succed, they will undermine any demo- 
cratic educational system the Allies may in- 
stitute. 
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PEACETIME CONSCRIPTION AND FASCISM 


By EDWIN McNEILL POTEAT 


‘\ THATEVER THE AIMS OF WAR, its methods 
V V are not democratic, and to describe an 
army as democratic because its conscripts come 
from both sides of the tracks and call out “Hi, 
Ike” when the Supreme Commander jeeps by, 
is like calling malaria democratic because it 


bites a five-star general as nonchalantly as a_ 


par EC Conscription during a war emergency 
in a democracy is a concession made to what 
is at the time regarded as a necessity. This 
does not democratize conscription, 
scripts democracy; and to make a democratic 
virtue out of the-jam-we-are-in is to adopt fas- 
cist morality at that point. For this reason the 
temptation to abridge all democratic processes 
during war is very powerful; how far it is re- 
sisted, and on how many levels, is the meas- 
ure of democratic vitality. American democracy 
has done remarkably well during the last five 
years and encourages those who fear the en- 
croachments of fascism. Still and all what The 
New Yorker recently called the Great Ameri- 
can Commandment: “Thou shalt not push thy 
neighbor around” is not in the latest edition 
of The Manual of Arms. For this reason, in a 
democratic society, when a war emergency is 


it con- 


declared to have passed, the civilian habits, 


within which there is more spacious room for 


democratic action, are restored and encour-. 


aged. 

It is a recognition of this that has hitherto 
made universal peacetime conscription anom- 
alous in our national experience. The Found- 
ing Fathers resisted it by authorizing, after ex- 
tended debate, two methods of raising an 
army, volunteers and state militia. They con- 
sidered, at one time, abolishing the volunteer 
peacetime standing army, or at least limiting 
it severely, but finally provided that it should 
be kept small by appropriating funds for its 
support only two years at a time. The language 
of our current dispute would have sounded 
strange in those early debates, but what they 
were.essentially concerned to avoid was the 
introduction of a fascist technique as a per- 
manent factor in civilian society. Come wars, 
come other expedients; but they sought to 
avoid weakening democracy by any concession 
to the conscriptive method. They were too 
close to the revolutionary ferment of their day 
to forget that a conscript army in peacetime is 
dangerous both to the state and to the citizen: 
it makes the state provide a weapon that revo- 
lution, either of the left or of the right, can 
too readily seize; and it demands of the citizen 
that he yield his freedom for a certain pre- 
scribed period in order that he may be indoc- 
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trinated with what the state insists he must 
know. : 
It is important . cicretore that we under- 
stand who it is that urges the significant 
change contemplated’ in a Universal Peace- 
time Conscription Law, and why they want its 
enactment. From the evidence of recent polls: 
and the statements of certain bodies, it is not 
the people in any conspicuous majority, nor 
is it the institutions which ate both the prod- 
uct and the patrons of democracy—Education, 
organized Labor, and the Church. J shall’ not 
discuss their’ reasons, since they are widely 
advertised, except to say that where any of 
these have spoken in favor of the proposal, 
suspicion hints that they speak for reactionary 
boards of control, or for vested interests of a 
highly specific character. 

Obviously it is the Armed Sersicss that 
want it, and why not? The American Legion 
is activated by the present world insecurity 
and by its kinship to the Army. These emeriti 
of the battle front have not shed the martial 
uniform for the mufti mind. They are not to 
be scolded. Activistic and extraverted they 
have found something to do that is down their 
alley. Too old to fight again, they accede to 
the seductions of glory by providing that their 
grandsons shall be prepared to fight a genera- 
tion hence. But is this not what is to be ex- 
pected of those to whom the business of con- 
ducting war is a vested interest? For the Army 
to advocate complete demobilization of 
soldiers would be like the School advocating 
the complete demobilization of students. It is 
only when the Army tries to spoof us with 
the notion that we are to give our eighteen 
year olds the benefit of army indoctrination, 
prophylaxis; and top-sergeant, solely in the 
interests of education, health and moral dis- 
cipline, that we raise our eyebrows incred- 
ulously. 

We do not deny the right of the Armed 
Services to want to protect their establish- 
ments against mishandling by civilians. But 
civilians have rights of their own; and if 
democracy is) essentially a civilian product, 
they too must protect their vested interest. 
Education and the Church are the parents of 
culture; it is they that build the house that 
they fill with their vigorous progeny. Two of 
these, and perhaps the most vigorous twins. 
are Army and Navy. Let them be fed and 
clothed; but guard against their usurpation of 
the parental prerogatives. 

Thus Education, almost unanimously, op- 
poses peacetime conscription because it be- 
lieves that young men who should be learning 
to exercise the chica faculties of the mind 
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emocracy is to be kept alive, will not be 
erved by a year of the indoctrination that is 
| the essence of military instruction. Similarly 
the Church that believes that however often 
destructive and passionate conflicts among 
men recur, the creative energies of mankind 
‘| are released in the exercise of sympathy, jus- 
tice, tolerance, fellowship, human_ brother; 
hood, worship, and cooperative service. These 
are the stones that build the structure of the 
democratic house in which we hope all men 
sometime may dwell. 

We do not want the culture within which 
we live to be the fabrication of the military 
mind. This derogates nothing from the super- 
lative war that has been and is being won. If 
ever there was a masterpiece of this terrible 
art, Our men have fashioned it; but we do 
not want it to set the pattern of our intellec- 
tual and spiritual future. Hitler put as Num- 
ber One on his barbarous agenda the total 
peacetime conscription of the German people. 
Japan established the same dubious experi- 
ment in 1872. Militatism and* the military 
caste are the enemies we are*fighting abroad 
with such fabulous cost and prodigious suc- 
‘cess. Let us be careful lest after we have slain 
a dragon elsewhere, we nurture an asp in 
our own bosom. The history of such folly in 
other lands is a melancholy one. Now is the 
time to recognize and rebuke it. 

It is possible that the issue of the current 
debate on postwar military plans will meas- 
urably determine our cultural destiny for the 
next century. In 1871 Joseph Burkhardt, a 
Swiss historian wrote a friend in Germany 
that some day history would indicate 1871 
as the date of the beginning of the cultural 
decline of Germany. She had just won the 
political and military dominance of Europe, 
s) and Burkhardt was predicting that the cost 
ef this dominion would be the decline of 
‘German leadership in art, science, technology 
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MAss CHANTS AND OTHER POEMS, by Alan 
Baer Rothenberg, King’s Crown Press, New: 
York, 75 cents. 


In a foreword to his collection “Mass 
Chants and Other Poems”, Alan Baer Rothen- 
‘berg says, “the poet too, must try to evolve 
‘with events”. Indeed, every poem in this short 
‘series is‘a sincere unpretentious reaction to 
world events. Even the few pieces of a personal 
nature carry in them overtones of social pres- 
sure. 

In the past few years the spoken choral has 
taken new life and Rothenberg includes some 
very interesting works, which though intended 
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t the ear, make extremely good reading. He 
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and general research. The historian’s thesis 
was that each nation has-a cultural potential — 
that can be exercised in one direction of 
another, but never successfully in opposite 
directions. Political dominance and the mili- 
tary mind he held, were incompatible with 
dominance’ in liberal arts and scientific ad- 
vancement. For political control, Germany 
forfeited cultural control. Culture became Kul- 
tur, the way of a caste. What a sickness that 
bargain has vomited upon the world! 
Burkhardt’s pfediction was right, whatever 
one may think of his thesis, and it suggests 
something for us to think about. Our military 
power (and its potential for political control) 
is fabulous beyond the wildest dreams of five 
years ago. Our technological plant (and its 
potential for the creation of a world wide 
industrial culture) has resources and reserves 
of power and ingenuity that make monkey- 
business of miracles. The temptation to exer- 
cise our cultural potential in the direction of 
political and military dominance is, for. the 
moment, both persuasive and powerful. We 
can have what we want. If, as Peter Drucker 
says, this war is being fought for the creation 
of a social order compatible with an indus- 
trialized society, then the wise and consistent 
choice will be in the direction of technological . 
and industrial influence on the world’s life. 
Military and ‘political influence have been, up 
to this point, neutral or actually hostile to 


scientific advance. Politics scorns it, war de- 


stroys its maximum use. This latter in spite of 
the spate of discoveries and inventions mod- 
ern wars produce. To begin our post war plan- 
ning for America’s part in the next chapter 
of werld history by turning the key which, 
since time immemorial, has opened the ,vesti- 
bule into the house of Mars, this we insist is 
to turn our eyes from the gateway within 
which our highest destiny lies. 


BOOKS RECEIVED 


is completely without affectation and compe- 
tently avoids the muddy mystics of too many 


“socially conscious” writers. 
A. M-R. 
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ADVANCE THROUGH STORM, by Kenneth Latourette, 
Harper & Brothers, $4.00 

BACKGROUND FOR BROTHERHQOD, by Kendall 
Weisiger, Association Press 

THR BELOVED SON, The Life of Jesus for Children, 
by - Blanche Shoemaker Wagstaff, Bruce Hum- 
phries, Inc., $1.00 + 

By BREAD ALONE, by Betty de Sherbinin, Williar 
Morrow & Company, $2.50 

THE CHILD AND THE EMPEROR, by Prince Hubertus ~ 
zu Lowenstein, Macmillan Company, $1.50. 
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A REVIEW OF MEDAL | 
PRELUDE TO SUICIDE — 


THE YOGI AND THE COMMISSAR, by Arthur Koestler, Macmillan Company, New York, 
247 pp. $2.75. : 
—Mr. Koestler’s book is a tract against the Incarnation. 


- We shall never understand our times until 

we understand the Koestlers of our times. 
‘Koestler was an intellectual who became a 
Communist and, unable to “take” the dra- 
gooning of Communism became an anti-Com- 
munist, Many of the most effective anti- 
Communists share this story. To Koestler 
something new has been added, because he 
is a creative writer. As a novelist his influence 
is widespread. He writes with a disarming 
candor. As a matter of fact there is sufficient 
confessional matter in this sheaf of essays to 
give one the eerie feeling that Koestler is 
one of tHose hypnotized self accusers he 
adores so much to dwell on in his description 
of the Purge trials. For instance one of his 
essays, “Ihe Scum of the Earth—1942,” tells 
proudly of his imprisonment in Le Vernet 
along with Communists who were his “dear- 
est friends.” In this chapter he allows his 
bitterness against French democracy full sway. 
He tells of an inscription which had been 
scratched on a wooden cross over the grave 
of a buried prisoner: “Adios, Pedro. Los 
fascistas wanted to burn you alive but the 
French allowed you to freeze to death in 
peace. Pues viva la democracia.” This bitter- 
ness however does not follow through to any 
conclusion. He writes about it but lets it 
hang in the air. 

The only bitterness which completely pos- 
sesses Koestler is his bitterness against Com- 
munism and the Soviet Union. Here he per- 
mits himself to go all out whole hog in com- 
plete condemnation. 

Many will ask themselves: Why is this 
fine sensitive writer so extreme in his denun- 
ciation of the Soviet Union? I think perhaps 
we may answer somewhat as follows: a 
writer, an artist, must work within a frame- 
work of accepted values. Western culture is 
such a framework and Koestler, although he 
hates and attacks many of its accepted values, 
Operates as an artist within its framework. 
Now the Soviet Union comes along and ap- 
pears to threaten this framework. Koestler 
is afraid and strikes out blindly at the Soviet 
Union. His blindness permits him to see 
every disagreeable feature of Soviet culture 
and prevents him from seeing those features 
which are consonant with the Western cul- 
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ture and which indeed salvage, protect, and 
develop some of the deepest values in Western” 
culture. 

Koestler makes a terrible blunder at the 
beginning of this book. He starts out by con-- 
trasting the Reformer from Within (the 
Yogi) and the Reformer from Without (the 
Commissar) and states that “all attempts 
to change the nature of man by commissar 
methods have so far failed.” Among these 
historical attempts he places the Roman. 
Catholic Inquisition and includes with the 
Inquisition the thing which broke the Inqui- 
sition, namely the Protestant Reformation, - 
as also typical of such commissar attempts. — 
Here is the key I believe to the anti-Soviet- 
ism of Koestler. It is quite true that the Ref-- 
ormation was never a popular revolution. 
We Baptists are well aware of that but the 
Reformation shattered once and for all the 
spiritual monopoly of Rome and opened the 
way to the modern age. If one gets far enough 
away from life the struggles of men seem _ 
quite small and inconsequential, even the 
struggles of free men against tyranny. It is 
an easy trick Koestler uses here: dwell on- 
certain superficial characteristics of Nazism 
and Communism and thus sell the Commu- 
nazi lie to the hasty reader. The same trick - 
was used by the pacifists. The democratic 
soldier salutes, obeys, shoots a gun, dies for 
his cause. The fascist soldier does the same 
thing. Therefore there is no difference be- 
tween the two. The trick is to think in bi- 
furcated fashion, to divide everything into 
two, the Yogi and the Commissar. Thus by 
dwelling on superficial characteristics one 
can throw whatever one likes into the com- 
missar bin or into the yogi bin. If it suited 
Koestler’s purpose, it would be no job for 
him at all to prove that the yogi and the com- 
missar are oné and the same man, the com- 
missar being nothing more than a rational 
scientific and sanitary yogi. But Koestler has 
other fish to fry. Koestler must worry him- 
self about blemishes and excesses in the So- 
viet Union. until he can persuade himself 
and his hasty reader that those who broke 
the modern Inquisition are just another gang 
of Inquisitors themselves. After all, was not 
Luther just another Torquemada? Of course 
there were excesses in connection with the 


ain moves toward the Right 


fior war and‘in their carrying on the war 
lagainst fascism. Maurice Hindus confesses to 
fais own stupidity in this period in failing to 
handerstand the dire necessity of these moves. 
Yes, there was ruthlessness—as later too when 
}they destroyed their Dniepestroy Dam. 

The period of the Purges was the period 
lin which the capitalist democracies and the 
modern political expression of the Inquisi- 
ij tion, the Vatican, were supporting fascism 
Jin Western’ Europe in ‘every possible way, 
it}encouraging it to occupy strong places, to 
| build fleets, to arm itself. In Russian eyes, 
i] and in our eyes now as we use the perspective 
it} of history, this whole period was a period of 
Ss} war. It was the climactic period of two dec- 
wt}ades of military, psychological, economic, 


st} spiritual - war against the Soviet Union on. 


it} the part of the capitalist democracies and 
lj the Vatican. The capitalist democracies and 
‘| the Vatican supported Hitler. They financed 
|him. They regularized his brutality. They 
} sanctified his butcheries. ; 

It is necessary to place the admitted inter- 
nal moves toward the Right and external 
appeasements of the Right on the part of the 
ie} Soviet Union in their proper historical per- 
| spective as necessary measures in strengthen- 
te} ing the world’s core of resistance to the mod- 
sh} ern Inquisition of fascism in order to see how 


he} critical destruction of the Soviet Union, in- 
i} sofar as that entity can be destroyed within 
ol} the pages of a book, moves past the political 
| boundary and pretends to enter the heart of 
‘| the Soviet orientation towards life. “The 
Commissar can be defined as the human 
type which has completely severed relations 
to the subconscious.” “One has the feeling that 
ne} his (the Commissat’s) subconscious has been 
dealt with not on the analyst’s sofa but on 
the surgeon’s table by the amputating knife.” 
}| The Commissar he says has cut off the umbi- 
| lical cord which the Yogi uses aS his means 
of communication with the Absolute. “The 
Commissar lived in the conviction that it 
| was a luxury organ, but when the crisis comes 
he realizes that it is not. The Man-Society 
connection suddenly proves to be not enough 
to procure psychic metabolism; the Man-Uni- 
| verse connection has to be re-established.” 
Re-established? Or established? To be born 
into this world is to leave the womb, to cut 
| the cord that binds to it. In the crisis when 
the world looked naked horror in the face 
it was those who had cut their way out of 
| the womb of history, those who dared to be 
| born and to accept all the bloody and unnice 
| consequences of birth who met and sur- 
| mounted the crisis. 


In this analysis Koestler betrays a complete 

misunderstanding of the true meaning of 
what he calls the Man-Universe connection. — 
As we have contended in the pages of THE 
PROTESTANT on numerous occasions, the 
Soviet man, although he might not recognize 
such language as “Man-Universe connection’, 
is the nearest thing we have on earth today 
to an example of that connection. It may be 
ttue that he conceives himself as being mere- 
ly interested in a “Man-Society connection.” 
I don’t know that the expression of Soviet 
orientation to the universe is fixed beyond 
repair. It is true that Man is the center of his 
interest; but the full range of his interests, 
subordinate as they are to his interest in Man, 

- constitute a very real and a very healthy con- 
nection with the umverse, As for Society, the 
Soviet man uses it as a medium through 
which man develops his personality. But it 
is not the only medium. The Soviet man is 
becoming acquainted with natural phenomena 
in a manner hitherto unknown. What words 
he will use to express this new relationship 
we do not know. 

It is likely true that the experience of cre- 
ating a new society and of a new attitude to- 
wards nature has been too cataclysmic, too 
overpowering for words, Contemplative the- 
ory may not have caught up yet with the ex- 
perience. Contemplation takes time and lei- 
sure. The Soviet Union, building a new world _ 
in the midst of hostility and suspicion and 
war -has not had such time nor leisure. After 
all the Commissar may turn out to be, in our 
language, the true mystic of the via positiva. 
While Koestler was describing the Commissar 
in these pages, he must have had a strange 
feeling that the words he was using could 
easily have been used to describe such a 
mystic. 

It is known to the initiated that the true 
mystic frequently lives so completely within 
or at one with the Real, that he cannot look 
at the Real simply because one can’t look at 
the place in which one stands. When a man is 
in the midst of reality, that is when he is liv- 
ing to his utmost, he rarely takes time out to 
talk about it. He is too full of it to mention 
it. The language of some of the mystics 
sounded amazingly like the language of athe- 
ists. The world, your world and mine, has 
not yet grasped this. Only when it does grasp 
it will the world be well again. The advent of 
the church in Russia may possibly mean that 
a knowledge of their own mysticism will be 
brought to the Russian people. I am not suf- 
ficiently acquainted with the present leader- 
ship of the Russian church to know whether 

’ it is making any attempt to integrate itself 
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- with the new Soviet man and translate his 
aspirations into words and music. 


Koestler outgrew his Communism just as 


some of our social gospel theologians out-— 


grew their social gospel. But it was 4is Com- 
munism and their social gospel that was out- 
grown. The reason may be that both were 
rather mental processes than life processes. 
Mental processes are always incomplete. A 
mental process begins in the mind and ends 


in the mind. A life process begins in a man, 


goes.out from the man and touches his en- 
vironment in such creative fashion that his 
action becomes at once endless and complete. 
A genuinely creative living act is metaphys- 
ical; it is metaphysics. Those preoccupied 
with fantasy cannot bear this. To dwell in the 
false security of fantasy (sometimes it pays 


too) they short-circuit reality. 


There are other short-circuits of action 


“besides mental preoccupation. Profit preoc- 


cupation is another short-circuit. Preoccupa- 
tion with fame, with respectability, with se- 


curity, these too are short-circuits. The Yogi's 


preoccupation with his umbilical cord is a 
short-circuit which causes him to decay along 
with his umbilical cord. “... if one re-reads 
the entries of one’s diary after a year, one is 
surprised to find that those events which 
mattered most to one are all strangely under- 


emphasized.” 


Koestler’s preoccupation with the faults 


of the Soviet Union is necessary to his fan- 


tasy. I have read carefully his chapters. which 


‘prove conclusively that there are some blem- 
» ishes on the face of the Soviet Union. He 


might have added, but he did not add, that 
the face of the Soviet Union has more than 
its share of scars, not all of them inflicted by 


the Nazis, and that many of the blemishes 
to which he assiduously points have been di- 


rectly caused by the sacrifices of the Soviet 
people in- their fight. It is ironic of course 
that their fight has been for the kind of world 
in which Koestler is free to point his finger 
at the face of his saviour and say, physician 
heal thyself. In plain words, the Russians 


_ Starved themselves to prepare for war and 


bled themselves in war so that Koestler might 
quote extensive statistics to indicate the vari- 
Ous stages of starvation and bleeding. For 
Koestler the moment when the Nazi horror 
has been destroyed by the Soviet people is 


the proper moment to argue that there is no 


difference whatever between the Soviet people 
and the Nazi criminals. The strange part of 
it is that sermons will be preached from 
Christian pulpits following the lines of Koes- 
tler. But the Soviet people think they are 
different from the Nazis. All the reports 
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coming out of Russia, all bulletins, all movies — 


‘made for Russian consumption, all portray 


a people which thinks of itself as being anti- — 
fascist. Now, when a people dies in its mil- 
lions fighting fascism and also thinks and 
speaks against fascism it is really nonsense to 
say they are fascist-minded. Koestler points 
out that Russian bravery does not prove Rus- 
sian anti-fascism because the Nazis and the 
Japanese are brave too. He makes a great deal 
of this point, but after all he forgets one 
thing. The Germans and the Japanese do not 
think they are champions of democracy. They 
do not think they are slaying the dragon of 
fascism. Yet this is precisely what the Rus- 
sians think about themselves. Their actions 
have not belied their thought but have rather 
proved it. Koestler’s argument falls flat. 

The problem of Koestler still remains. It 
is not enough to show how he is wrong. This 
because so many are of his mind. Our concern 
is particularly with the great number of cler- 
gymen who will find in this book additional 
reason for remaining on the side lines of the 
world struggle. Such a book as this will cre- 
ate a whole new crop of  isolationists and 
ivory tower pacifists. They will say, see, there 
was really no difference between the two sides 
of this war. Red fascism is as bad as brown 
or black fascism. At last we have had our les- 
son. Never more will we become involved in 
the battles of the world. “Liberals” who have 
been unable to make up their minds about 
Russia will use this book as an excuse for 
continued indecision. 

Why is Koestler? Why are these “liberals”? 
Why are these isolationist clergymen? 

If I am being saved from drowning by a 
strong swimmer, who, buffeted by the waves, 
is unable to attend properly to my comfort, 
and if I become restless to such a point that 
I inhibit his action, if I find my rescue not 
altogether a painless affair and begin to be- 
labor my rescuer with harsh words and even 
blows, what should be said of me? I think it 
would be fair to say that I may have lost in- 
terest in being saved. ; 

The Koestlers don’t want to be saved. They 
want to be drowned. At some point in their 
lives they have said no to life. They have 
refused to pay the price of living. The church- 
men who follow them, and who say they fol- 
low Christ, have really turned their faces 
away from Christ. Life is too expensive for 
their moral pocketbook. They refuse to buy. 
Koestler’s book is a tract* against the Incar- 
nation. It is a book against being born into 
this world. It is a book for infantiles, a nos- 
talgia for the womb of yesterday, a hankering 
for death. 
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